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CONFIDENTIAL. 


Further Correspondence respecting the Suez Canal Commission. 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Keceived January 2, 1888.) 


(No. 392. Very Confidential.) 
‘My Lord, Constantinople, December 26, 1887. 

WHEN the agreement aimed at betwoen Her Majesty's Government and France 

Suez Canal was first made known to the Bablime Porte and the draft 
Convention presented for approval by the French Ambassador a certain feeling of 
irritation was produced by, as I had tho honour to report nt the time. 

A Commission, © 4; of severnl Ministers, was authorized to examine the 
draft Convention, and after somo timo a Roport was sent to the Sultan embodying 
certain amendments to be introduced into the Convention, and, moreover, a claus by 

‘h the Ottoman rnment intended to stipulate that the operation of this Con- 

ed until after the question of the duration of our evacuation 
of Egypt should be definitively settled. 
il Vizier, who was the author of this suggestion, thought ho had 
jon from ws, but that whilst Sir Julian Pauncefote’ ie 
only to our concerns with Egypt whilst the occupation lasted, 
wion of the application of this new Convent 
‘as the question of that occupation itself was adjusted between the Sultan and 
ourselves. 

‘The Grand Vizier denice altogether any intention offensive to us by making this 
proposal; but his Highness is evidently pleasod at the thought of repaying Count 
Montebello for his action at the ti when the ratification of Sir i areca 
‘Wolff's Convention was before the Sultan, and he was under the impression and main- 
tains his ground that the French Ambassador maised no objection to such 2 proposal 
when first mentioned to him; indeed, Kiamil Pasha adds sarcastically that he could 
not well do so from the language he held to the Sultan about Egypt in July last. 

As, however, Count Montebello assured me that he had never approved the 
suggestion recommended by id Visier as alleged by his Highness, I ha 

unieate his Excellency’s denial to your 
» and 1 have si scertained that he has endeavoured to 
guage to the Grand Vizier, and to persunde the Porte to drop 
that ides entirel 

‘The German Ambassador, under instructions from Count Bismarck, has followed 
the line taken by Austria-Hungary and Italy, and recommended the Sublime Porto to 
accept the original draft without complicating the question by reservations. So that 
now, with the exception of Russia, all the other Powers are unanimous. 

‘Phe nocompanying translation from the Turkish “Tarik” of the 8th November, 
and a reference to my despatch to your Lordship No. 34 of the 7th November 1887, 
shows how this matter stood with the Porte at that date. 

‘A Report of the Commission formed at_ that date was sent in to the Sultan some 
time later, and in that Report the Grand Vizier succeeded in inserting his recom- 
mendation as to the suspensive clause. 


who was ill at the time, did not sign that 
B 





Report, and sent in later on to the Sultan his reasons for disgrecing with this 
clause. 

‘His Imperial Majesty's decision was only made known two days ago to the 
Sublime Porte, and in accordance with it the draft Convention is to be now discussed 
in fall Council, and a new Report on it or “ Mazbata” presented to the Sultan. 

T have, &. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE 


Inclosure in No. 1. 
Extract from the “ Tarik” of November 8, 1887. 
‘ a from of November 8, 1887. 


___ IN onler to discuss the Convention lately concluded between England and France 
with respect to the Sucz Canal, yesterday a special Commission was formed under the 
presidency of the Grand Vizier, consisting of Aarify Pasha, President of the Council of 
State, and the Ministors for Foreign Affairs and for Justice. 


No. 2. 
Sir E, Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received January 4, 6°10 vast.) 


a b) : 

ie. Cairo, Jonwary 4, 1888. 

Khedive has received o telegram from the Porte stating that ‘he Anglo- 
French Convention about the Suez Canal alludes to the engagements taken by the 
Egyptian Government relative to the Sweet-water Canal. ‘The Porte asks to be 
informed of the nature of those en; nts. ‘The Khedive will reply, explaining 
that they relate to the maintenance of the canal and to the supply of o certain 
quantity of water. 


No. 3. 


Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received by telegraph, Jami 


(0.218, Ext. 5) 
iy Lord, Cairo, January 4, 1888, 

T HAVE had this day the honour to report to your Lordship by talaga that 
the Khedive haw received a tologeam from the Sublime Porto, stating that the Anglo- 
French Convention respeoting the Suez Canal contains an allusion to the engage- 
ments taken by the Egyptian Government relative to the Swect Water Canal, and 
asking to be informed what the naturo of these engagements may b 

Tave ale reported to your Lordship that the Khedive will, in his reply, explain 
that the engagements relate to the maintenance of tho Canal and to the supply of a 
certain quantity of water. 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) B. BARING. 


P.8.—Sinee writing the above I have received the inclosed let a 
sshan en Seater meio 255 ee 
EB. B. 


Tnclosure 1 in No. 8. 


Tigrane Pasha to Sir E. Baring. 

‘Mon cher Sir Evelyn, Le 8 Jonvier. 
YVOIOT ta note aps Inquelle sora formule I réponse de Gon AMeswo aa te 
ime de Ia Porte demandant  connaltre nos engagements avec ls Compagnie 

inex en ce qui coneerne le Canal d'Bau Douce. e 
Votre, &e. 
(Signs) TIGRANE. 


Fa 
Inclosure 2 in No. 3. 


Memorandum. 


AUX termes des Actes Constitutifs de In Compagnie du Canal de Suez, Ia 
Compagnie avait le droit de ereuser un canal de navigation du Caire au Lac Timsah, 
hve lérivation, pour irrigation et alimentation, sur Suex et Port-Said. Ta Compas 
dovait avoir en méme temps Ia jouissance de tous les terrains appartenant i I'Btat, 
qu’elle mettmait en culture. ‘ 

‘Par des Conventions subséquentes, le Gouvernement a racheté tous les droits de I 
Compagnie sur ce Canal d"Eau Douce et ses dérivations, ainsi que sur les terrains qui 
on dépendaient. La dérivation sur Suez est la seule qui ait été exéoutée et le 
Geuvernement n'est nullement tenu & construire celle de Port-Said. 

“Actuellement, les obligations se résument: i entretenir le Canal existant, i y 
maintenit un certain niveau d'eau, et A permettre & la Compagnie de prélever 
70,000 métres cubes d'eau par jour pour Valimentation des populations établies sur le 

murs da Canal Maritime et Yapprovisionnement des navires. ; 

‘Ces 70,000 matres cubes sont, répartis, par les moyens que In Compagnie jugo 
convonable d'employer, et & ses frais. Crest ainsi qu'elle fait erenser, en ce moment, 
‘ine rigole destinge A amener I'cau & Port-Said et i remplacer les conduites quielle 
avait fait poser précédemment. 


‘The Berl of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received January 


E 
(No. 17, 
My Lor. Paris, January 5, 1888. 

M. FLOURENS told me yestorday that he has heard from M. de Montebello that 
tho Porte’s acceptance of the Sucz Canal Convention is still treated by the Grand Vizier 
as conditional upon the insertion in that instramont of a stipulation for our evacuation 
of Egypt at a fixed dato, 

Hix Excellency observed that ‘such a condition would wreck the whole Conven~ 
tion, and that it would, of course, he strenuously resisted by France, He was happy 
to learn, however, from M. de Montebello, that the Grand Vizice’s pretensions on this 
point are not supported by the majority of his colleagues in council or approved by 
the Sultan. 

T asked M. Flourens if he felt certain that tho Porte’s apparent reluctance to 
acoopt the Convention has ro od no encouragement from M. de Nélidof. 

‘Ho replied that against any such encouragemont ho had addressed to St, Peters 
burgh the strongest remansteances that he wured that the Russian Ambasxdor 
at Constantinople had scrupulously abstained, and would continuo to abstain, from 
‘any interference in the matter, and that he had reason to believe that Russia's 
adhesion to the Convention would bo given unreservedly, 

‘Your Loniship is alrwady awnre that whoo Af. Floursns last spoke to Mr. Figerton 
on this subject hie Excellency. was under the impression that the Port's demand 
for the insertion of an evacuation clause in the Conventjon had been inspired by 
Russia. 

have, &e. 
(Signed) LYTION. 





No. 5. 
‘The Earl of Lytton to the Marquis of Salishury—{Received January 11.) 


(No. 32.) 
My Loni, Payis, January 10, 198 
__M. ELOURENS informed me yesterday that the Porte has aceoptod the Suex 
Conal Convention with two slight mouifteations, 

‘The first gives precedence to the Gttoman Delegate on the Commission, and the 





zecoud adds the words, “2 wi" to that clause of Article XIT which relates to 
les arrangements internatonans qui pourront intervenir.” 
is Excellency expressed his opinion that both these modifications might be 
adopted without hesitation. x a eee ee 
__ Ehave, &. 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


No. 6. 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received January 12, 4°20 rt.) 


(No, 8. Confidential.) 
(Telegraphie,) 

SuRz CANAL Convention. 

_ Thave been told that the Sultan has returned to his Ministers their Report upon 

this proposed Convention, calling their attention to two points on whi oh Hii Suaperial 
‘Majesty requires information. 

‘The ex-Khedive had another audience of the Sultan on Thursday last, which 
lasted two hours, and there exists an idea that he may have consulted His Highness 
concerning this Convention. > 


Constantinople, Janwary 12, 1888, 222 ras. 


No.7. 


Sir A. Paget to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received January 13 
cea "ay quis of Salishury.—(Received January 13.) 
My Lont, Vienna, Januar 

IN the courve of m visit I paid to Count Kélnoky yesterdng, rae is sual 
day for roeviving the Diplomatic Body, T asked his Excellency if ho had any news 
from Constantinople as to the prospects of an early assent being given hy the Porte to 
the Anglo-French Convention respecting the Suez Canal. “ 
. Count Kiilnoky read me part of a despatch from Baron Calico, dated the 7th 
instant, in which it is stated that the Turkish Council of Ministers bnd drawn up 
fresh Report for the Sultan on this subject, in which His Majesty was recommended 
to give his assent to the Convention with only one or two very ‘slight and unimportant 
modifications (his Excelleney not specify them), but without any allusion, as 
previously, to the question of the evacuation of Egypt by the British troops. ‘ 
Gaunt Killnoky hoped, therefore, there would be no further delay in the Sultan's 
sriving his assent to the Convention, and the moment this was done the assent of the 
‘Austro-Hungarian Government would immediately follow. 

" Thave, &. 

@igned) A. PAGED. 





No. 8. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to the Earl of Lytton. 
, s Poreign Office, January 20, 1888. 

WSEAVE received and laid before the Queen your Exaleney’« despatch No. 
of the 10th instant, reporting your conversation with M. Flourens on the previous day 

speeting the alterations desired by the Porte in the Suez Canal Convention. 

‘M. Flourens appears to think that these two modifications might be accepted 
without hesitation. 

T should wish you fo state to his Excclloncy that, in the opinion of Her Majesty’ 
Government, there are considerable robjedticns ts Che roped that 8 Peck Telogie 
Ahould preside over the mecting of the foreign Representatives provided for in 
‘heticlo VILL of the draft Convention. epee, 

"Me same proposal was objected to by the British Delegates on behalf of Her 
Majesty's Government in the International Commission of 1885, a5 may bo ae 
eae Procésverbal No. 13 of the Sub-Commission (p. 118 of the French official 

report). 

‘Tho Presidency of » Turkish official would alter the character of the meeting 
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from one of the Consuls Body, such as is not unusual in Egypt to a special 
ascembly in which the territorial Sovereign will be represented. This would not be 
stent with the spirit and intention of Article VIII 
vGultan and the Kbedive are the natural defenders of the Canal, and the part 
of the foreign Representatives is onl chem of any impending danger in case 
they should not appea to be suflicien lant. ‘To hold their meetings for that 
purpose under the Presidency of a Turkish official seems anomalous, and might, undet 
certain circumstances, be embarrassing. : 
"The proposal of the Porte will, moreover, necessitate the appointment of a Turkish 
official t2 reside permanently in Beypt, in onler to be ready to preside over My 
Chat maybe summoned. ‘This is a political innovation of which the French 
Government will probably see the inconvenience, and to which, as the Convention is 
unlimited in duration, there would be no assignable term, 
d ta know what view 3. Flourens takes of these considerations. 


Lam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No. 9. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury (Received January 25,) 


(No. 6. Secret.) 
My Lond, Constantinople, Januory 12, 1888. 
FTMIE last timo I saw the Grand Visier and the Minister for Foreign Affairs 
1 aventtained from them that a Masbatn bad been forwarded to the Sultan on the 
subject by the fall Council of Ministers (with only one t voto, that of Munif 
Pasha), approving the Franco-Lnglish draft Convention f neutralization of the 
Canal. 
ia Council suggested, I believe, only two modifications, ono of which, T under. 
stand, conaiits in reserving to the Ottoman or Egyptian Government tho right to have 
sMHdogte, who would preside when the foreign Consuls hold meetings having 
roference to the neutrality of the Canal. 

The Additional Article, suspending the force of this Convention until after tho 
scitloment of tho evacuntion question, lias been fortunately dropped by the Ministers, 
Munif Pasha being the only one who still advocated its adoption. 

itd Pusha read m0, confidentially, in Turkish, his own arguments given to tho 
Sultan as to the unadvisability of icing such’ condition, and I bog to inolose a 
pricis of thom drawn up in Bnglish by Sir Alfrel Sandison, who was present at my 
Titerviow with the Minister for Foreign Affairs. 

Tr cratd have imagined that the Convention, having got so far, would now ore 
Jong receive the Imperial approbation. 

Tharat, howorer, since that the Saltan has returned it again to his Ministers, 

calllag their attention to two points on which His Imperial Majosty requires infor- 
mation. 
‘This fact I hind the honour to report to your Lotdship by tolegrapti, mentioning 
at ene Ectime that tho ex-Kbodive, Ismail Pasha, had had another audience, and 
this time one of tyro hours, of His Imperial Majesty; that it was supposed that the 
Convention may have formed the subject of their conversation; but that nothing 
reliablo has transpired on the subject, 

T havo been told very contdeatially since that the two points on which the 
Sultan requires information are the nature of the Canal “ &’Bau Doueo,"” mentioned in 
Aiticlo TLL, and the position which would follow for Turkey from this Convention in 


aeee when the Sultan should wish to send troopa to his own posvossions in the Red 


Sea. 
T have, &e, 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE, 


—Saaeee, 
Tnclosure in No. 9. 
Memorandum by Sir A. Sandizon. 


1 HAVE the honour to report that when the draft of the Ministerial Masbata 
respecting the Suet Canal Convention ‘was sent to Said Pasho for considerntion (he 
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being ill at the time), his Excellency made observations in writing which, as far as T 
can remember, were fo the following effect :— 

1, That the question was one which required to be examined and discussed by all 
the Governments. 

2. That previously to insorting any additional clause in the Convention as regards 
the withdrawal of the British troops from Egypt and fixing a date for the evacuation, 
it was prefeble that any arrangement, or understanding bearing upon, this point 
should form the subject of a Protocol, after ascertaining that the British Government 
was disposed to fix a date for such evacuation. 

(Bigned) A. SANDISON. 


Pera, January 10, 1888. 


No. 10. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salishury—(Received January 25.) 


(No. 8. Very Secret.) 
My Lord, Constentinople, January 12, 1888. 

IN my despatoh of this day, addressed to your Lordship under No. 6, I had tho 
honour to report that the objectionable evacuation additional clause in the Sues 
Canal Convention has been most, fortunately dropped by the Turkish Ministerial 
Council, and unless it bo revived at the Palnce under the inspiration of Ismail 
Pasha or of M. Nélidoff, which I trust will not be the ease, I hope wo have done 

rith it, 

T have no desire whatever to revive a discussion about what the French Ambas- 
sador may have said of not sald on this subject to the Grand Vizier, although His 
Highness still maintains that he found encouragement rather than otherwise from that 
quater: ut there coe plat whieh fis well nt to forget or Leave out of sight In 
the history af these Egyptian negotiations, 

A. proposal such as tho one s0 stubbornly adhered to by Kiamil Pasha would 
never have originated with His Highnoss if tho French Government had not held to 
tho Sultan last summor through Count Montebello a languago which promined French 
support to bring about our evacuation of Egypt; nor, if I may venture to way 0, 
would it have been abandoned unless your Lordship had induced threo of the Great 
Powers to dismade tho Porte from its adoption, and I had contributed my humble 
share by dropping n few words to the Count which induced his Excellency to declare 
to Kiamil Pasha the opposition of his Government to anything of the kind, 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


ee 
No. 11. 


‘The Bark of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury (Received January 25.) 


E 
(No. 50.4.) 
‘My Lord, Paris, Janwary 22, 1888. 
WITH reference to your Lordships despatch No. 29 of the 20th’ instant, 
instructing me to communicate to M. Flourens the ee entertained Wd Her 


Majesty's Government to tho proposal, that s Turkish Delegate should preside over 
the meotings of the foreign Representatives provided for in Article VIII of tho draft 
Suoa Canal Conyention, f lose no time in reporting to your Lordship the result of an 
intorview T have just had with his Execlleacy on this subject. 

YL Flourens docs not understand tho Port's proposal as putting forwanl any 
lait to the permanent Presideney of the Commission. ‘Tho sense he ascribes to it, 
ani in which alone he is ropa to accept it, ix only to the olfect that, whenever a 
Turkish Delogato happens to be present at a meeting of the foreign Representatives, 
ho shall bo allowed to preside over that particular meeting as a mark of courtesy to 
the Representative of the Suzerain Power. As the Porto has no Consuls in Eespt, 
his Bxcellonoy axsumes that such oceasions can only arise in rare and exceptional 
circumstances. At all other times tho senior member will preside. 


7 


ME. Flourens intends to communicate to me, for your Londship's consideration, = 
clause drafted by himself in thi nse, which he deems unobjectionable, 
T have, &. 
(Signed) “LYTTON. 


SE 
No. 12, 


‘The Earl of Lytton to the Marquis of Salibury.—(Received January 26.) 


(No. 51.4.) 
My Lord, Paris, January 28, 1888. _ 

T HAVE communicated to M. Flonrens in the note verbale, of which a copy is 
inclosed, the substanco of your Laniahip’s despatch, No. 20 of re 20th infant 
respecting the objections of Her Majesty's Government to the proposal of the Porte, 
Seeing te ohiSeligats should. preside over the meeting of the forsign Represen- 
fatives provided for in Article VILE of the draft Suez Canal Convention, 

T hope to be able to communicate to your Lordship very shortly the view taken 
by M. Flourens of the considerations urged by Her Majesty's Government. 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) LYNTON. 


Inclosure in No. 12. 
Note Vertale, 


HER Britannic Majesty's Governmont have ad under their consideration the 
modification proposed by the Porte in the Suex Canal Convention, to tho effect 
sr Ottoman Delegate should preside over tho mcetings of the forciga Representatives 
provided for in Article VIII of the draft Convention, and they desire to subralt to 
{, Flourens the following objections to this proposal. 

M. Flourons will remember that the samo proposal was objected to by the British 
Delegates on behalf of Her Majesty's Government in tho International Commission of 
1585, as reconled in the 18th Procés-verbal of the Sub-Commission (page 118 of the 
French official Report). 

‘Tho Presidency of a Turkish official would alter tho charactor of the mecting 
from one of tho Consular Body, wtch at i not unusual is, Egypt, to special 
Awembly in which the territorial Sovereign will be represented. "his would not be 
consistont with the spirit and intention of Article VIII. 

‘Phe Sultan and the Khedive arc the natural defenders of the Canal, and the part 
cof the foreign Representatives ix only to warm them of any impending danger, in case 
fey should not appear to be sufflciently vigilant. ‘fo hold their meetings for that 

varpose under the Presidency of a Turkish official sents anomalous, and might under 
ortain circumstances be embsrrasing. The proposal of the Porto would, moreover, 
necessitate the appointment of a Turkish official to reside permanently in Egypt 
onder to be mady to proside over any meeting that may be summoned. This wou 
bo @ political innovation of which the French Government will doubtless sco 1 
inconvenience, and to which, as the Convention ix unlimited in duration, there would 
be no assignable term. 

Her Majesty's Government would bo glad to learn the view entertainod by 
M. Plourens of the above considerations. 

Paris, January 23, 1888. 





No. 18. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Satisbury—(Receinelt January 23, 10°80 ¥.1 


(No. 6. Scoret.) 
(Telegraphie.) 
SUEZ CANAL Convention. 
Various reports jn circulation in official circles as to nature of furthor amend 
ments which the Sultan wishes to soe introduced in the draft of above Conyenti 


Constantinople, January 28, 1888, 4 vat. 





s 


am told that the following addition [is] proposed in first paragraph of Article X, 

after the words “ public order”: % 
“These will not interfere either with any measures the Porte may consider 

it necessary to take to secure the defence of its territories situated on the eastern 


shores of the Red Sea.” 


No. 14. « 
‘The Barl of Lytton to the Murquis of Salisbury—{Received Jonuary 30.) 


(No, 60,) : 
My Lord, Paris, January 29, 1853. 


T HAVE the honour to forward herewith to your Lordship copy of a note verbale 
which T have received this morning from M. Flourens relative to the Porte’s proposal, 
That its own Delegate sball be allowed to preside over the meetings for which provision 
is made by the VILIth Article of the draft Suez Cana! Convention. 

‘This note is in reply to one on the samo subject which I handed to M. Flourens 
some days ago, setting forth the objections to which, in the opinion of Her Majesty's 
Governnient, the above-mentioned proposal is exposed. <a 

‘Your Lordship's despatch No. 29 of the 20th instant, instructing me to acquaint 
he French Governmont with: the nature of theve objections, was received by me on the 

ind instant, and I personally communicated the aubstance of it to M. Flourens on the 
fame day, as reported in my despatch No. 50 a of that date, On the following day 
sent hia Hxcctlency tho note verbale (also reported in my despatch No. 61 4 of the 
‘25nd instant), to which the inclosed is a reply. 

‘The Fronch note verbele explains the sense in which the Porte’s proposal is under- 
stood by the French Government it states the reasons why that proposal does not xeom 
to the rexel Goverment seriously open to tho objections eggentl by it to Her 
Majesty's Government, and it concludes with the expression of a hope that these 
objections will not be insixted on. 

‘All this is in accordance with the views intimated to me by M. Flourens in the 
conversation T reported to your Lordship on the 22nd instant. T notice, however, with 
some supeise, that the last parageaph of the inclosed note reproduces a statement made 
by M. Flourens on that oceasion, under impressions which be hind learned to be erroncous, 
Patoro this note cond have been written, His Excellency then informed me that he 
Ind beon led, by M. Waddington’s report of a convertion with your Lordship in the 
raonth of Desomber last, to infer that no importance was attached by Her Majesty's 
Government to the position demanded by the Porte for its Delegate at the meeting» 
vrovided for by Asticlo VILL of the Convention. But, in my next interview with 
TT Mlourens, i fad an ‘opportunity of explaining to his Excellency, with reference to 
M. Waddington's Report, that your Tordsbip’s allusion to the proposed presidency of the 
‘Mirkiat ‘Delegate, whieh oceurred incidentally in-& conversation on tho subject of the 
Porte’s soggertion, that the regulation of the Suex Canal and the evacuation of Egypt 
should be dealt with shwultancoualy ax part of one and the same arrangomcnt, was not 
intended to bear the construction apparently placed on it by M. Waddington, or to 
imply that the latter proporal, though comparatively unimportant, was necessarily v0 
free from all ohjection as to be accepted without examination, 

ave, &o. 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


Inclosure in No, 14. 
Note Verbale. 


"PAR une note verbale en date du 23 Janvier, 1858, son Excollenee le Comte do 
Uytton a bien voulu faire part & ML Plourens du désir que le Cabinet de Londres a de 
connaltre Vopinion du Gouvernement de la République sur T'amendement dont lo 
Porte Ottomane parait disposée A demander V'introduetion dans le texte de Ia Convention 
relative au Canal de Suer ct d'apris laquelle la Présidence des reunions privues dans 
TArticle VIE du Projet devrait étre attribuge Aun Délégué du Sultan, 

Depuis Ia comelusion de Vacconl interrenu entre les Cabincts de Paris ot de 
“Londres, et auquel ont dgja adhéré plusieurs autres Puissances, le Gouvernement 
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Frangais n'a pas cessé dattirer Yattention de Ia Porte sur les diffoultés que pr- 
senterait le remaniement d'un acte dont I rédaction a été le résultat de concessions 
Fécjproques, et qui, dans Ia pensée des négocintions, respecte ct consacre tous les droits 
de T'Empire Ottoman. En ce qui concerne Ia prisidence de In Commission de Surveil- 
Iance, ila particulidrement fait valoir qu'il était conforme aux habitudes locales de 
Ia confier au Doyen des Agents des Puissances, et que la Porte, en vertu mémo des 
Hiens qui rsttachont 'Bgypte A Empire du Sultsn, n'a pas et no peut avoir de repré- 
sentant dans le Corps Cousulaire du Caire 

‘Toutefois il s sans donte malaisé de contester & Is Porte Ottomane Ia faculté 
de se faire représenter, si elle le jugerait A propos, ow sein de Is Commission, en sa 
qualité de Puissance Siguataire dé la Convention, Cette représontation n’impliquerait 
nallement, d'aillours, la nécessité d'un séjour permanent en Kgypte pour le Délégué 
qui serait spécialement envoyé par Ie Sultan & cet effet. Il suflirait dans Ia pratique 
habituolle que ce Délégué vint de Constantinople an Cairo prendeo part a la xéumon 
chargée de constater In bonne exécution du Traité, et dont In prisidence pourrait en 
pareille circonstanco, suivant les usages de courtoisie internationale généralemont 
adoptés, étre déférée au Représentant du Souverain territorial. Si los dangors 
imprivas de nature & motiver unc Convocation exceptionnelle du Corps Consulaire 
yenaiont A so produire ca Tabsence du Délégué Ottoman, son absence ne pourrait 
naturellement, pas plus que colle do tout autro Agont des Puissances, mettre obstacle i 
Jour réanion; qui, alors, aurait lieu suivant les régles poxées dans I'Article VILL. 

Le Gouvernement de la République ne pense pas que dans ces conditions In 
présence dan Délégné Ottoman aux séances do Ia Commission Consulaire puisse 
ealover A cette réunion son caractére normal ct régulier. Il ne voit pas davantago 

yucls embarms pourrait ener 1 ion ainsi définio, et A laquelle, pour x part, il ne 
ferait pas difficulté de so prater xi ello dovait avoir pout conséquonce d'assurer au 
pot priparé par la Grande-Bretagne ct Ja. France V'adbésion de la Porto ot cello des 
‘aixsances qui nttendent cotte adhdsion pour faire connaltre In leur, 

Dans un entretien que le Marquis de Salisbury a eu avec M. Waddington au 
commencement de Décombre dernier, SF nin pas para attachor tno impor 
tance yarticulidre & la satisfaction désinée par Ia Porto, et a témoigné Vntention de 
laisser an Gouvernement Frangais le soin dapprécier, il conviendrait d’on admotteo la 
demande, lo jour ob elle serait formulée, 

Usant do T'nitiative quo sn Seiguoutie lui a ainsi proposé do prendre, Jo Gouverne- 
mont de la République ve sent pleinement antorisé i exprimer lexpoir que de son cbté 
Jo Gouvernement de la Reine ne youdra pas eompromettre, par un refus qui serait wank 
doute particulidrement sensible au Sultan, les résultats pritiques de a@uvre h Inquelle 
‘nous avons été heurcux de collaborer avec le Cabinet de Lon 

Paris, le 28 Janvier, 1888. 





No. 15. 
Sir E. Baring 10 the Merquir of Saiiebury —(Received January 80, 8:90 ¥.a.) 

(No. 27. Secret.) 
(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 80, 1888, 8°10 rast, 

NLL Khedive caused me to be informed to-day that he had Weird that the Sultan 
was advocating the appointment of a Turkish Commissioner to be President of the Suex 
‘Canal Commision, and that he was strongly opposed to this meaauro, THe added that 
if nn Ottoman subject were made President he thought it should be an Bgyptian, and 
not « Turk. 


No. 16, 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 
(No. 4, Secret.) nom 
(Telegraphic. Foreign jee, Janwary 31, 1 15 em, 
FOL tloyram No. 27 ot 80%. ee 7 
Nutar should make a formal represcntation to you ia that sense, and you 
should transmit it to me, The Conference of 1886; by admitting the Khodive's 
Representative, gives him n locus stendi, 
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No. 17. 
Sir B. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received February i, 240'r.x.) 


(No, 30. Secret.) 
(Telegeaphic.) 

YOUR telegram No. 14 of yesterday.” 

An official lettcr will bo ‘addressed to mo suggesting the appointment of an 
Bgyptinn President. Khedive in conversation with me this morning said that he had 
ug objection fo Doyen of Diplomatic Corps being President, but that he bad strongest 
objections to appointment of a Turk. He considered that acceptation of this proposal 
would involve the presence of a Turkish Commissioner permaneatly in Bgypt 

‘After dwelling on the inconvenience arising from Moukhtar Pasha's presence, he 
begged me to urge Her Majesty's Gorernment on no account to agroe to the present 
proposal of the Sultan. 


Cairo, February 1, 1888, 222 rat. 


No, 18. 


7 The Marquis of Salisbury to the Eart of Lytton. 
0. 
My Lor Foreign Ofc, Pbraary 1, 1888. 

‘THE ‘French Ambassador gave mo to-day a copy of the note verbale from 
M, Flourens, which I have already received in your Excelleney’s despatch No. 60 of the 
20th ultimo, relative to the Purte’s proposal that the meetings of the Consular Bod 
provided for in the Suex Canal Convention should be presided over by a ‘Turkish 
Delegate. 

M. Waddington asked me if T had = observations to make with respect to it 

I replied that his Excellency’s recollection of a former conversation between us on 
the aubject was not quite exact. I was speaking of the comparative importance of this 
and of other suggestions of the Sultan, and had not pledged myself to accept any 
particalar proposition, I said, however, that I had no wish to be obstructive in this 
matter, sad ehceld Be glad to seo » solution arrived at, but that T must dofer any 
definite answer until T'was in possession of all the amerdments which the Sultan 
intended to pat forward asp condition of his accepting the Agreement. I also 
ntimated that I had heard that the Khedivo expressed strong objection to any ex oficio 
presidency boing given to a Turkish Representative. wt 

am, Ke, 
(Signed) ' SALISBURY. 


No. 19. 
Sie B. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received February 2, 2°30 ¥.3t.) 


attention to the fact that under Article VIET of the § 
jx published in Brunch Yellow Book, the Doyen of the Diplomatic Co 
President of the Commission, The latter dnvire attention to the fhet that, in 
of existing Firmans, the territorial authority in Exypt (? group omitted), and sug 
that Prosidoncy should be confided to Egyptian Goverament, who would namo 
its oflicinls, 
Nubar Pasho concludes by begging me to bring this propoml to the notice of 
Her Majesty's Government, and to inform kim of the view entertained by your 
Lordship upon it, 





No. 20, 

Sir , Baring to the Marquis of Salishury:—(Received by telegraph, February 2.) 
‘No. 55. Ext. 34.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 2, 1888, 

T HAVE tho honour to inclose copy of a letter which I havo recoived from 
Nubar Pashs, in which his Bxcollency draws my attention to the fnct that, under 
‘Article VIII of the Sues Canal Convention, which is published in the French Yellow 
Book, the Doyen of tho Diplomatic Corps will be President of the meoting whieh will 
take place in accordanos with that Arti 


n 


‘The letter points out the fact that, in virtue of the existing Firmans, the Khedive 
represents the territorial authority in Egypt, and suggests that the presidency of the 
meetings should be confided to thie Egyptian Government, who would name one of its 
officials. 

Your Lordship will see that Nubar Pasha concludes by begging mo to bring this 
proposal to the notice of Her Majesty's Government, ax onm him of the view 
entertained by your Lordship upon it. 

_ have liad the honour to telegraph the substance of the sbove to your Lordship 
this day. 5 ‘ 
Thave, &. 
(Signed) “EF, BARING. 


Inclosure in No. 20. 
Nuber Pasha to Sir £. Baring. 


M. le Ministre, Le Caire, le 2 Péorier, 1888. 

LA publication du “ Livre Janne m'a permis de prendre connaissance du Projet 
de Convention intervenue ontre lo Gouvernement do 8a Majesté ot le Gouvernement 
do la République aa sujet du tibro umge du Canal de Suez, ot je remarque qi 
TArtiolo VITT niservo an Doyen du Corps Consulaire la prixidenco ‘des réuntons qui 
suront lieu A cet effet 

Or, ces réunions devant avotr liew en Rgypte, no seenit-i pas naturct quo la 
présidenco soit confide att Gouvern yption, qui dans la personne du Khidive 
‘et on vortu des Firmans Impérianx: représente Yantorité territoriale ? Een cette qualité 
Son Altes déléguerait & un de sea fonctionnaires le soin do présider & i 
sxtixfaotion serail ainsi donnée i Yobservation d'uno riglo internationale qui ast tonjoure 
sulvie en pareitle mntitre 

Jo yous serai reconnaisant, M. le Ministre, de voulolr bien informer Lord 
Salishury do cotto démarcho du Gouvernement de Son Altesse ot me faire part de 
Vacoueil qu'elle aura trouvé nuprie do sa Seignourie, 

Veuitlez, &o, 

(Signd) NUBAR, 


No. 21. 
The Marquis of Sélishury to Mr. J. G, Kennedy. 
(No. 19.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, February 7, 1888. 
L RECENTLY communicated to the Malian Changé d'Afaires tho objections onter- 
tained by Het Majesty , the propoml of the Porte that an Ott 
hould preside over the mecting of the foreign Representatives provided for i 
Artie VIII of the draft Suce Canat Convention, aii 
‘Those objections aro explained at longth in my despatch to Lon Lgtton No, 
the 20th ultimo,* 9 copy of whieh is inclosed for your information. 
M. Cataloni Informed me to-day that tho Ttilian Governmoat concur in the views of 
Her Majesty's Government, and I thanked him for this communication, 
Tam, &. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 22, 


‘The Earl of Lejtton to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received February 9, 2°15 ¥.a,) 


(No. 6.) 
(eleggraphic.) 

SUBZ CANAL Convention. 

French Minister for Poreign Affairs has received and shown mo Porte's proposed 
alterations. 

‘Phe only important ones relate to Articles VIET and X. 

On the Portes demand for permanent presidency nt mootings representing 
Signatory Powers, ho'suggests some couceamion to; Saltants enour propre, without 
approving exact worling of Ottoman proposal. 

“soe. 


Paris, February 9, 1888, 12°38 ¥.st. 





‘To demand for military use of Canal for defence of Turkish possessions on Red 
Sca he strongly objects, as inconsistent with intention of Tresty, such possessions being 
no more Egyptian than India or Tonquin. 

All the other alterations, which seem merely verbal, he deems unimportant, 





No. 28. 

The Bart of Lytton to the Marquis of Selixbury—(Received by telegraph, February 9.) 
(No, 82. Ext. 6.) 
My Lord, Paris, February 9, 1858. 

M. FLOURENS informed me yesterday that an Tradé had been obtained feom 
the Sultan accopting the Sues Canal Convention, with certain, modifications in the 
toxt of it. 

‘Theso modifloations, of which he had just received a copy from Count de 
Montebello, his Excellency then procended to read to me. The greater number of 
them appear to be morely'verbal, and of no practical importance. But there are two 
which materially affect the terms of the Convention; and I have already communi. 
cated to your Lordship, by telegraph, the mubstance of his Excellency's comments 
upon ther, 

Tho first relates to Article VIII. It adds a Turkish and an Egyptian Com. 
mixsioner to the Representatives of the Signatory Powers, and it vosts in the ‘Turkish 
Commissioner the presidency of all their mootings, 

AM. Flourens appears to have reason to beliove that this is a demand attributable 
direotly, nnd only, to the Sultan’s personal amour propre. It is one, therefore, on 
which he would be disposed to advocate some concession, He was not prepared, he 
raid, to adopt tho Turkish proposal just ns it stands; but he thought it might probably 
bo met by a counters 1 to the effect that, whenever the Imperial Ottoman 
Government finds it d to appoint a Commissioner to take part in the delibora- 

of the Represontatives of the Signatory Powers, their meetings shall, on thoso 

Jar occasions, be under the presidency of the Ottornan Commissioner. 

The other proposed modification of the text of tho Convention, to which 
M. Flourens attaches importance, has reference to Article 

Attor the first pamgraph of that Article it inserts an additional clause, which, to 
tho best of my recollection, is to the following effect :-— 

sualits Articles (IV, V, VIL, et VILL) ne feront pas obstacle aux 
i quo Sa Majoxté Te Sultan serait dans ‘la névessité de prendre pour assuror la 
défense de ses possessions dans Ia Mer Rouge." 

‘This demand M. Flourens considers to bo wholly inadmissible, 

‘Tho military ‘so of the Canal for the defence of Bgypt was accorded, he observed, 
to tho Egyptian Government by the terms of the Convention, for the obvious reason 
that the Canal is in Egyptian territory, on the preservation of which ite neutrality 

But this consideration cannot apply to the Porte's non-Egyptinn posses 


In regned to those the Sultan's position with reference to the Canal is just th 
same as that of each of the Signatory Powers in regard to its own non-Bgyptian 
possessions, and France might a reasohably elaitn a right to make military use of the 
Canal for the defence of Tonquin, or England to do the same for the defence of India. 
‘To the second modification of the text of Article X, and to all the other modiflea- 
tions demanded by the Sultan, M. Floureas offered no objection 
is Excollency promised to wend mo a copy of all of them, but I have not yet 
it fron 
I have, &e. 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


No, 24. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received Febreary V1, 235 Pat.) 


(No.10. Confidential.) 
(Telographie.) Constantinople, February 11, 2855, 11-40 a,x. 
YOUR telegram No, 26, repeating Lonl Lytion's No, 6: Suez Canal 
asides the objectionable alterations alluded to in Articles VIII and X, there is 
the insertion in Article TX of words “an besoin” when speaking of consultation with 
othor Powers of measures to be taken by Turkey 
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With regard to’ presidency by a Turkish Commissioner in Article VIII, Count de 
Montebello tells me that he tried to dissuade the Porte from its insertion, but it is 
an addition on which they will prove, I dare say, very stubborn, because, in my 
opinion, they wish to have s pretext for Keeping a Commissioner permanently in 

pt. ‘The only way to get out of it 9 to be to allow an Egyptian Delegate t 
go who would be designated by the Khedive with the Sultan’s approval. 5 
“A copy of Turkish modifications was:sent by messenger, and another copy goes 
by to-day’s mail. 





No, 25, 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salivbury.—(Received February 15.) 


E 
Soe ee Constantinople, February V1, 1888. 
WITH reference to my despatch No. 52 of the 7th instant, which went yestoriay 
by mescenger vit Marseilles, I have the honour to inclose another copy of the Turkis 
Thodifications in the draft of the Suex Cannl Convention, which has also been obtained 
by me privately, but this time from a more official souree. 
. Lhave, &e 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE, 


Tnelowure in No. 25. 


‘Swer Canal Anglo-French Convention, 1887. Turkish Modifications, 


ARTICLE II. 


LES Hautes Parties Contractantes, 
reconnaissant que le Canal d'Eau-Douce 
est indispensable an Canal Maritime, 
prennent acte des engagements de Son 
Altesse Ie Khédive envers la Compagnie 
Universelle du Canal ame en ce qui ein Se 
oon Jo Canal d'Eau-Douce," +, ong nents stipul lane une Con 
oe vention ‘en date da 18 Mars, 1865, con- 
tenant un prdambule et quatre Articles, 

Ellos s'engagent A ne porter aucune 
atteinte h In sécurité de ce Canal et de ses 
dérivations, dont le fonctios mt ne 
pourra tre objet d’sucune tentative 
PFobstruction. 


ARTICLE IV. 


Le Canal Maritime restant ouvert en 
temps de guerre comme passage libre, 
méme aux navires de guerre des belli- 
gérants, aux termes de Article 1 du 
prisent ‘Traité, les Hautes Parties Con- 
tractantes conviennent quiaucun droit de 
guerre, aucun scte d’hostilité, ow aucun 
acte ayant pour but d'entraver Is libre 
navigation du Canal ne pourra étre 
exereé dans Je Canal et ses ports d'aceds, 
ainsi que dans un rayon de 3 milles 
marins de ces ports, alors méme quo* 
te Bane serait Pune des Puissances belli- 
gérantes, : 

Les biitiments de guerre des belligérants 
ne pourront, dans le Canal et ses ports 
daceds, se ravitailler ou s'approvisionner 

ists) 





Sues Canal Anglo-French Convention, 1887. 


que dans Ia limite strictement nécessaire. 
Le transit desdits bitiments par le Canal 
s'effectuera dans le plus bref délai d'aprés 
les Raglements en vigueur et sans autre 
arntt que celui qui nésulternit des néces- 
sités du service. " Leur séjour & Port-Suid 
et dans In rade do Suez ne pourra dé 
vingt-quatre heures, sauf le eas de reliche 
foreée. En pareil cas, ils seront tenus de 
ast o plus t3¢ posible. Un interalle 
le vingt-quatre heures devra toujours 
s'écouler entre Ia sortie d'un port daccds 
d'un nayiro belligérant et le dé 
d'un nayire appartonant A la Puissance 
ennemie. 


ARTICLE VII. 


Les Puissances no mainticndront dans 
leurs eaux du Canal (y compris le Lac 
‘Timsah et les Lacs Amers) aucun biti- 
ment do guerre. 

Toutofois, dans les ts d'ace’s de 
Port-Said et de Sues, elles pourront faire 
stationner des biitiments do guerre® dont le 
uombre no devra. pas exoéder deux pour 
chaque Puissance. 

Co droit ne pourra dtr exered par les 
belligémnts, 


ARTICLE VIII. 


Lox* Repemewiame on Agypto dos 
Puissances Signataires du présent Traité 
swront chargés de veillor i son exéoution* 
Ba toute circonstance qui menacerait Ia 
séourité ou le Ihre passage di Canal, 

finiront sur la convocation dé 
tre eux et sous la présidence 

* deyen, pour procéder aux constata- 

ns nécemaires. Ts feront connaltre au 
Gouvernement Khédivinl le danger quiils 
uraiont reanny afin que ecluict pronne 
les mesures propres A assurer Ia protoation 
ct le libre usage du Canal. 

Bn tout état do cause, ils se réuniront 
une fois par an pour constater la bonne 
exéeution da Traité. 

Tis réclamaront notamment la suppres 
sion de tout ouvrage ou la dispersion de 
tout masemblement qui, sur T'une ow 
Vautro rivo du Canal, pourrait avoir pour 
but ou pour effet de'‘porter attointo In 
liberté ot h Ventidre séourité de,la navign- 
tion. 

ARTICLE IX. 


Le Gouvernement Rgyptien prendi 
dans Ia limite de ses pouvoirs, tels qu’ils 
nésultent des Pirmans, et dans les con- 
ditions privues par le présent Traité, les 
mestires névessaires pour faire respecter 
Vexécution dudit Traits, 


Turkish Modifications. 


* Agents 


* de concert avec un Commisaine nommé 
par lo Gouvernement Ty Ottoman 
et le Délégué qui sors désigné par lo 
Khédivat en qualité d’adjoint de ce Com- 


missaire. 
* Commissairo Ottoman, 
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‘Suez Canal Anglo-French Convention, 1887. Turkish Modifications. 
Dans le cas oi le Gouvernement 
Regyptien ne dis it de moyens 
sulltants, i dovre faire appel! Ata Sete Tau Gouvernement Tmpérial Ottoman, 
Poney laquelle se concertera cece les autres lequel prendea les mesures nécessaires pour 
Phissances Signataires de In Déclaration répondre & cet appel, en donnera avis sux 
de Londres de 17 Mars, 1835, e» ewe *ot au besoin se concertera avec elles & 
orice Tan commun second tes menires & co sujet, 
renibne pour tejevndie an app 5 
Les prescriptions des Articles IV, V, 
VII, et VIII ne feront pas obstacle aux 
mesures qui seront prises cn vertu du 
présent Article. 


ARTICLE X. 


De _méme les prescriptions des Ar- 
ticles TV, V, VII, et VILE ne feront pas 
obstacle ‘sux mesures quo Sa Majesté le 
Sultan et Son Altesse le Khédive, au nom 
de Sa Majesté Impérislo, et dans les 
limites des Firmans concélés, seraient 
dans la nécessité de prendre pour asstrer, 
par leurs propres foros, la défense de 
I'Rgypte ot Je maintien de l'ordro public. 

Dass le cas ol 8a Majesté Tinpéciale 
Jo Sultan ou Son Altosso lo. Khédive se 
trouveraient dans la nécossité de so pri- 
valoir des exceptions pr'vues pat le présent 
Article, les Puissances Signataires do la 
Déclaration do Londres en soraiont 5 
avinées? * par le Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman. 

Tl ost également entendu que les 
provoriptions des quatro Articlos dont il 
agit ne porteront, en aucun ens, obstacle 
aux mesures quo 'lo Gouvernement Tm- 
périal Ottoman croim nécessaire de prendre 

yur aasurer par ses propres forces In 
éfeone de ven autres pomcesions de la Mer 


Rouge. 
ARTICLE X11 oe 


Les Hautes Parties Contractantes 00 
par application du principe 

dégalité’ en ce qui concerne le libre 

usage du Canal, principe qui forme l'une 

des bases du présent Traité, qu’aucune 

d'elles ne recherchera, par rapport au Cansh, 

d'avantages territoriaux ou commorciaux 

ni de priviléges dans les arrangements 

internationuux qui pourront intervenir® par rapport au Canal. 

Sont d’ailleurs réservés les droits de Ia 

‘Turquie comme Puissince territorial. 


No. 26, 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received February 17.) 


.) 
My Lord, . 

ON ‘the accompanying Memorandum your Lordship will find the several amendments 
which the Sublime Porte intends, I hear, to propose for acceptance in the draft of the 


Constantinople, February 7, 1888, 


Suez Canal Convention, and of which I have obtained, confidentially, copy, but which 
agree with those that the French Embassy has likewise obtained, 





SRS 
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‘These amendments are the result of protracted consultations between the Ottoman 
Ministers and His Imperial Majesty, and have been sanctioned by the Sultan's Iradé 
issued on Sunday last, the Sth instant. ss 
Thave, &. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


Tnclosure in No. 26, 
Memorandum of Amendments in Suez Canal Convention proposed by the Sublime Porte. 


ARTICLE II. On ajoute aprés le premier paragraphe “engagements stipulés dans 
une Convention en date du 18 Mars, 1863,” 

Art. [V, “Empire Ottoman” au lieu de “ Porte.” 

Art, VIT. Toutefois, &c., bitiments de guerre “ légers,” mot ajouté. 

‘Art, VII... . . .', veiller son exéeution de concert avee un Commisaire nommé 
par le Gouvernement Impérial et le Délégué qui sera désigné par le Kbédivat en qualité 
adjoint de ce Commissaire. 

Plus loin: sous la présidence du “ Commissaire Ottoman" a la place du “ Doyen.” 

Art IX. Dans le cas, &c,, faire appel au Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman, lequel 
pret Jos mowures nécessaires pour répondre A cet appel, en donnera avis aux autres 

Puissances Signataires de la Déclaration de Londres da 17 Mars, 1855, et au besoin se 
concertera avec elles A ce sujet. 

Art, X, Ajoute par le Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman. Il est également 
centondu que les proscription» de quatre Articles dont il sagit ne porteront en aucun eas 
obstacle aux mesures que Io Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman eroira nécessaire de 
Jprondro pour assurer par sea propees forces la défense de ses autres possessions dans la 
Mer Rouge, 

Art. XII, Replacer aprix le mot “intervention” les mots par rapport au Canal." 


No. 27. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Balisbury—(Received February 17.) 


No, 55, Confidential’) 
fy Lori, Constantinople, Februory 8, 1888. 
ON’ several occasions I have had to speak of the presence of Moukhiar Pasha in 
Egypt, and to say, from all [ could gather here, I consider his mission in Egypt as only 
Toxporary character, but I deem it my daty fo state, on the present occasion, that, 
falter perusing your Loriship's correspondence with the Earl of Lytton, of which you 
Kindly sent me copies with your despatch No. 17 of the 20th ultimo, I see a great 
danger of the Forte adopting the course of baving & permanent oficial residing in Bey 
to preside over the Consular Body there, should the Turkish amendment in Article Vi 
of the Convention be accepted, even in the modified form which M. Flourens announced 
it as his intention to submit to Lord Lytton, 
Thave, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 





No. 28. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 


3 Foreign Office, February 17, 1888, 

L HAVE received your telegram No. 34 of the Snd fnstani, inclosing’ copy of 

‘a lotter from Nubar Paslia, in which his Excellency suggests that the Presidency of the 

mootitizs provided for in Article VILE of the Suex Canal Convention should be confided 

to an Egyptian official, as in virtue of existing Firmans the Khedive represents the 
territorial authority in Exypt. 

T have to request you to inform Nubar Pasha that his observations will be borne in 

mind by Her Majesty's Government, but that the Porte has raised other questions in 


Wa 


connection with the draft Convention which are still unsettled and require further 


consideration. 
Tam, &c, 


(Signed) SALISBURY. 
SSS 
No. 29. 

The Earl of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received February 18, 7 ¥.x.) 
(No. 8) ere: 
(Telegraphic. Paris, February 18, 1888, 6°22 ¥.9. 

SUEZ CANAL Convention. 5 

ML. Flourens anxious to concert with Her Majesty’s Government identical terms 


of reply to Port's demands, and hopes for early intimation of your views on this 
subject. 





No. 30. 
‘The Earl of Lytion to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received by telegraph, February 18.) 


No, 110. Ext. 8.) 
fy Lord, Paris, February 18, 1888. 

EN compliance with a wish expressed by M. Flourens, 1 had’ the honour to inform 
your Lordship, by telograph, to-day, that his Excellency was desirous of knowing how 
Her Majesty's Government proposed to answer the Porte’s demands respecting the Suex 
Canal Convention, in order that the reply given to the Porte by the two Governments 
should be as nearly ax possible identical, 
Lhave, &e. 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


SS 
No. 81. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to the Barl of Lytton. 
(No. 5. : 
{elegy phic.) Foreign Office, February 20, 1888, 5°45 .¥ 
YOUR telegram No. 8. 


Request French Government to furnish us with official communication from the 
Porte as to the alterations desired in the Suez Canal Convention, 





No. 32, 
The Earl of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received February 22.) 


(No, 117.) 7 
‘My Lord, Paris, February 21, 1888. 
TN compliance with a wish expressed by M. Flourens, T informed your Lordship, by 
telegraph, ns reported in my despatch No. 109 of the 18th instant, that his Execllenc} 
was desirous of knowing how Her Majesty's Government proposed to answer the Porte's 
demands respecting the Suez Canal Convention, in order that the reply given to the 
Porte by the two Governments should be as nearly as possible identical. i 
T also beg to inform your Lordship that, in conformity with your telegraphic 
instruction of last night, I have addressed to bis Excellency a note requesting him to 
furnish Her Majesty's Government with s copy of the exact text of the above-mentioned 
demands, 
T have, &e. 
(Signedy “LYTTON. 





18 


No, 33, 


The Earl of Lytton ta the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 24.) 


(No. 120.) 
My Lord, 

WITH reference to my despatch No, 
to transmit to your Lordship herowith a 
day, showing, in red ink, the alterations w 
the Suez Canal Convention. 


Paris, February 22, 1888, 
127 of yesterday's date, I have the honour 
per which M. Flourens handed to me this 
ich the Porte desires to make in the text of 


Ihave, &¢, 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


ee eee 
Taclosuro in No, $3. 


Memerandion showing the Alterations proposed by the Sublime Porte in the Suez Canal 
Convention. 


Dossier de Suez, 


ARTICLE I. 


Les Hautes Parties Contractantes, re- 
connaissant que le Canal d’Eau-Donce est 
indispensable au Canal Maritime, preanent 
acte des engagements de Son Altesse lo 
Khédive envers la Compagnie Universelle 
du Canal de Suez en co qui coneerne le 
Canal d’Eau-Douee, 

Elles w'engagent & ne porter aucune 
atteinto & In sécurité de eo Canal et do ses 
dérivations, dont le fonctionnement ne 
pourra dtro Vobjot d'aucune tentative 
dobstraotion 

ARTICLE TV. 

Le Canal Maritime restant ouvert en 

imps de guerre, comme passage libre, 
méme ux navires de guerre dea belli. 
sérants, aux termes de I’Article I* du 
prisont ‘Traité, lea Hautes Partios Con 
tractantes conviennent quianeun droit de 
guerre, aucun acte d'hostilité, ou aucun 
aote ayant pour but d’entmyer la libre 
navigation du Canal, ne pourra éro 
exereé dans le Canal et ses ports d'aceds, 
ainsi que dans un rayon de 3 milles 
marins de ces ports, alors méme que ww 

Pore serait Vane des Puissances belli. 

gérantes. 

Les biitiments de guerre des belli- 
gérants ‘ne pourront, dans le Canal et ses 
ports d'accés, se ravitailler ou s'appro- 
visionner que dans la limite strictement 
nécessaire. Le transit des dits bhitiments 
par le Canal seffectuera dans Ie plus brot 
Aélai d'apris les Réglements en vigueur et 
‘sang autre arrét que celui qui résulterait 
des nécessités du service, Leur séjour & 
Port Said et dans la rade de Suez ne 
fowrra dépasser vingt-quatre heures, sant 
le cas de reliche foreée. En pareil cas 
ils seront tenus do partir le plus tit 


Amendements Ottomans, Féerier 1888, 


sengagements stipulés dans une Convention 
en date du 18 Mars, 1863, contenant un 
préambule ot quatre Articles. 


"Empire Ottoman 


Dossier de Sue: 


ossible. Un intervalle de vingt-quatre 
Fares devra toujours s'écouler entre Ia 
sortie d'un port dace’s d'un navire belli- 
rant et le départ d'un navire appar- 
tenant & Ia Puissance ennemie. 


ARTICLE VII. 

Les Puissanees ne maintiendrout dans 
les eanx da Canal (y compris le Lac 
‘Timsah ct les Lacs Amers) aucun biti- 
ment de guerre. 4 

‘Toutefois, dans les ports d’accts de 
Port Sard ct de Suez, elles pourrant faire 
stationner des biitiments de guerre,, dont 
Io nombre ne devra pas exoéder deux pour 
chnque Puissance. 

a ra Ue cored er 
belligérants. 


ARTICLE VII. 


os Neprterninte cn. Bgypte des. Puis- 
Meats) md peut, Traité 


sances Signataires 
seront chargé do ve 
constanco qu 
‘ou lo libre passage du Canal, ils 
se réuniront sur In convocation 
Contre eux, ct sou In présidence du 
pour procéder nux constatations 
Tix feront connaltre aw 
Gouvernement Khiaivial to da 
urnient reconnu, afin quo colui-ci pt 
Jes mesures propres & aasurer In protection 
ot lo Libre usage du Canal. ‘ 

En tout état de cause, ils se réaniront 
une fois par an, pour constater la bonne 
exéeution du Traité, 

Tis réclameront, notamment, Is sup- 
pression de tout ouvrage ow Io dispersion 
do tout rawemblement qui, sur Tune ou 
Yautro rive du Canal, pourrait avoir pour 
but ou pour effet de porter atteinte A la 
liberté et A Ventidre sécurité do In naviga- 
tion. 

ARTICLE IX. 


Le Gouvernement Beyptien prendra, 
dans la limite de ses ponvoirs, tels quiils 
résultent des Firmans, et dans les condi 
tions prévues par lo présent ‘Traité, les 
mesures nécesstires pour faire respecter 
Vexéoution du dit Traité. : 

Dans le cas of Je Gouvernement Bayp- 
tien ne disposerait pas de moyens sufli- 
ants, il devra faire appel # t Sublime 
one, laquelle se eoneeriern over tos autres 
Puiscances Signataires de ls Déclaration 
de Londres du 17 Mars, 1885, ew we 
eee 
prone pour nipondre a ees appeal. 
"Tes preseriptions dex Articles IV, Vy 
VIL, et VITT ne feront pas obstacle aur 


Amendements Ottomans, Feerier 1888, 


Agents 


do concert aves un Commixaire nommé 
par Io Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman 
bt le Délégué qui sera désigné par lo 
Khédivat en. qualité d’adjoint de ce Com- 
missaire 

Commissaire Ottoman 


au Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman, 
Toque! prendra les mesures nécessaires 
pour répondre A cet appel, en donnera avis 
aux : 
Gt, au besoin, se concortora avoo elle A co 
sujet. 





Dossier de Suez Amendements Otlomans, Fécrier 1888. 
mesures qui seront prises en vertu du 
présent Atticle.. aS 


ARTICLE X. 


De méme, les prescriptions des Articles 
IV, V, VI, et VIII ne ferent pas obstacle 
AUE mesurss que Sa Mojesté le Sultan 
et Son Altesse le Khédive, au nom de Sa 
Majesté Impériale, et dans les limites des 
Firm: s concédés, sernient dans la néces- 
= do p cnr, Pour assuror, par leurs 
propres forces, la défense de Tgypte et lo 
maintien de ordre public. ores 

Dans le cas oh Sa Majesté Impériale 
lo Sultan, ou Son Altesse S Khédive, se 
trouveraient dans In nécessité de se pré- 
Yaloir des exceptions prévues par le pri 
sent. Article, Puissances Signataires de 
= aration de Londres en seraient 
avingen, par Ie Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman 

Il est également entendu que les pree 
scriptions des quatre Articles dont il s'agit 
ne porteront, en aucun cas, obstacle aux 
mesures que le Gouvernement Impérial 
Ottoman eroira nécessaire de prendro pour 
assarer, par sos. propres forces, In défense 
= ses autres possessions de In Mer 

ARTICLE XIt ae 
_ les Hautes Parties Contractantes 
viennent, par application du principe 
d’égalité en ce qui concere le libre wage 
da Canal, prinoipe qui forme Vane. des 
du privont ‘Traits, qu'aucune d'elles 
no reoherchera, sae eupprors ai Cansh d'avan- 

ea tervitoriaux ow commerciauy ni des 
ee dans les arrangements interna- 
fonsux qui pourront intervenir,. Sont par rapport au Ca 

rv Féworvéa lee droits de In Ranga ree ea 
Puissance territorial. 


a a ee 
No. 


The Marquis of Salishury to Sir W. White 


No. 62) 
& 


Ane Foreign Office, February 27, 1888. 

__” RUSTEM PASHA spoko to me touday with respect’ to fee aliortnns chases 
Sali press fr in the Project of the Suex Canal Convention, a 

replied that these proposals for alterations had taken both Her Majes e 
ant and that of France somewhat by surprise, as wo had imerta fon oie viaude 
the Ottoman Representative at. the Internationa! Commission of Pais in 1885 that 
our Project of Convention would moet with the ascent of the Sublime Porte. With 
respect to the particular alterations now suggested, I said I was unable to ascent to th 
appointment of permanent Turkish Commissioner residing ia Baypt in order to be 
Eresdent of any special meatings of the Consuls that ight bo stmmoned under the 
Convention, as I thought the position of such a fenctionary somewhat at variance with 
the sdinistrative independence assured by the Firmans fo the Rgyptian Government 
gain Her Majesty's Government disapproved of the insertion of words restricting to 


small vessele the diserction reserved for the Powers of stationing two ships of war at 


a 


cither end of the Canal, as it seemed to be an unnecessary limitation of a power which 
‘was innocent in itself, and to which the Conference of 1886 bad fully assented. 

‘The proposal of the Sultan to suppress Articles IV, V, VII, and VIII when the 
defence of the Ottoman dominions on the shores of the Red Sea was in question seemed 
‘also to Her Majesty's Government an inadmissible proposition, It involved the reserva- 
tion of authority to the Sultan, in case his Red Sea dominions were attacked, to exclude 
from the Canal the particular Power with which he might be contending, and at the 
same time to make the Canal itself the base of his own warlike operation 

am, &e. 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


qbAin wt GescE gihd ei barat shanties trie A Se 
No. 85. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to the Earl of Lytton. 


No. 126. Confidential.) 
My Lord, Foreign Office, February 20, 1888, 
T HAVE received your Excellency's despatch No. 120 of the 22nd instant, 
a py of the alterations desired by the Turkish Government in the draft 
Convention which has been communicated to you by M. Flourens. 
he wish expressed by his I inclose herewith # 
Memorandum containing the views of Mer Majesty’s Government upon tho Turkish 
proposals. 
PrPryou are authori#ed to ive M. Flourens a copy of this paper as a confidential 
commumication. 
Tam, &e, 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


Inclosure in No. 85. 
Memorandum on Modifications propored by the Porte in the Draft Suex Canal Convention, 


ARTICLE 11. To bo perfectly correct, the word “ exposé” should be substituted 
for “ préambulo” in the description of the Convention of the 18th March, 1863, 

XC TV. Thoro is no objection to the amendment proposed in this Article, 

Au: VIL. Her Majesty's Government object to the limitation of the size of tho 
vessels of war stationed in the ports of access of the Canal which would result from 

sertion of tho word “ légers. 

"This question was fully considered and discussed in the International Commission 
at Paris. The word * légers” appeared in the original draft presented by the French 
Delegates, which followed in this respect the precedent of the Danube, and contemplated 
the permanent presence of “‘stationniaires” of each of the Powers at the embouchures 
of the Canal 

But the British Commissioners represented that this would be an interference 
with the right of the Egyptian Government to provide for the police of the Canal, 
and it was thereupon agreed that the Article should simply limit the number of 
vessels of war belonging to any one Power which might be stationed at the same 
time in the harbours of Suez and of Port Said, while belligerent vessels should be 
prohibited from anchoring thers at all, (See Procis-verbal No. 9 of the Sous- 
Commission, Ist May, 1885: French Yellow Book, pp. 71-78; and M, Barrére’s 

, p- 162) 
iL: Her Majesty's Government have slready explainied their reasons for 
objecting to the alteration proposed hy the Ports in its present form. 

M. Plourens, ho is anxiotis that some concession should be made which 
should recognize the position of the Sultan as territorial Sovereign. 

Tt appears to Her Majesty's Government, that this might be done by making a 
distinction between the Consular meetings which may be summoned at any time, and 
the regular yearly meetings held to “ constater ” the proper execution of the Treaty, 
‘The latter imight take place ander the presidency of a Special Commissioner to be 
nominated for the purpose by the Porte. An Egyptian Commissioner might also 
attend, and preside in ease no Turkish Commissioner were sent. The other meetings 
of the forvizm Agents provided for in the Article, which aze to be conyoked in ease 
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of any danger arising to threaten the freedom or security of the Canal, and the object 
of which would be to discuss the representations to be made to the Khedivial 
Government, would consist of the foreign Representatives only. ‘The presence of a 
‘Turkish or Egyptian official on these last-named occasions would be illogical, and 
might be embarrassing. 

Art. IX. The amendment, proposed by the Turkish Government excludes the 
Powers from taking part in the consideration of the measures necessary for the 
defence of the Canal in time of danger, unless the Porte should think it necessary 
to have their assistance. Her Majesty's Government think the words “au besoin” 
should be omitted. 

__ Art. X. Her Majesty's Government understand that the French Government 
oliject to the addition proposed by the Porte on the ground that it would enable the 
Sultan, when his possessions in the Red Sea were menaced, to blockade the Canal 
against his enemy, and even to make use of it 1s a baso for the Turkish operations. 

‘They admit that there is force in this objection, and are prepared to support it. 

gat XHL Her Majesty's Government see no objection to the alteration proposed 
in this Article. 


No. 86. 
‘The Bart of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received March 3,) 


No. 141,) 
ly Lord, Paris, March 2, 1888, 

WITH reference to your Lordship's despatch No. 126 of the 29th ultimo, I have 
the honour to report that { this day confidentially communicated to M. Flourens a copy 
of the Memorandum inclosed in it, for the information of the Freach Government, as to 
the views of Her Majesty's Government apon the modifications demanded by the ‘Porte 
in the text of the Suez Canal Convention, 

His Exeellency, after reading this document, to which he took no exception, 
expressed his intention of framing the French answer to the Porte’s proposals in 
accordance with the terms of it, 

Thave, &. 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


No, 87. 
‘The Marquis of Satisbury to Sir W. Whit 
(No. 66. Confidential.) 
Bir, < Foreign Office, March 8, 1888. 

I TRANSMIT to you heres for your information guidance, copies of 
despatches, as marked in'the margin,* recording the communications which have passed 
between Her Majesty's Gorernment and that of France upon the subject of the 
Alterations desired by the Turkish Government in the draft of the Suez Canal Convention. 

You will perceive that M. Flourens has expressed his concurrence in the views of 
Her Majesty's Government on these alterations, and intends to frame his reply to the 
Porte in accordance with them, 

T have, &e. 


(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 88. 
‘The Bart of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 7) 

(No. 181.) 

Lord, Paris, March 6, 1838, 

M. FLOURENS has informed me that he intends to reply to the Porte’ 
for modifications in the text of the Suez Canal Convention in terms identical with those 
of Hor Majesty's Government, oe 

ve, &e. 


(Signed) LYTTON. 
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No, 89. 
Note Verbale communicated to the Marquis of Salishuy by M, Waddington, March 10,1888. 


LE Gouvernement de la République Frangaise adopte, dans leur ensemble, les 
observations formulées par le Gouvernement Britannique relativement aux propositi 
de Ia Sublime Porte tendant & modifier, sur divers points, le Projet de Convention 
relatif au Canal de Suez. Ces observations, coordonnées de maniére 4 concilier aussi 
exactement que possible les différents arguments que les deax Cabinets pourraient faire 
valoir en commun a Constantinople, sont consignées dans le projet de télégramme ci- 
joint que le Cabinet de Paris se propose d'adresser A I'Ambassadeur Frangais & 
Constantinople. 
Une seule des objections formulées par le Gouvernement de la Reine ne figure 
dans ce projet de dépiche. Le Cabinet de Londres, tout en acceptant l'ensemble 
je Vamendement réclamé par la Turquie pour I’Article IX de In Convention, a pensé 
quill conviendrait d’en retrancher les mots "au besoin,” dont le maintien surait 
ux pour conséquence d’exelure les Puissances de examen des mesures nécessnires i 
défense du Canal en temps de paix, sauf au.cas ot la Porte jugerait nécessaire de 
recourir & leur assistance. Le Gouvernement Francais se demande si le maintien de 
ces mots aurait bien cette conséquence qui lui paraitrait d’ailleurs, il est A peine besoin 
de Ia dire, aussi inacceptable qu’au Gouvernement Britannique. Ilne saurait échapper 
aux Ministres de la Reine que lamendement Ottoman confirme Vobligation pour le 
Sultan de donner avis, aux Puissances signataires, de Yappel que lui adresserait le 
Khédive en vue d’assurer I'exécution du Traité. Th ne semblo pas douteux que 
Vaccomplissement de ce devoir international ne suffise, dans la pratique, pour fourni 
‘aux Pulssances l'occasion de s0 concerter avec In Cour Souveraine et do pressor celle-ci 
de prendroles mesures propres & mettre hors de toute atteinte Ia liberté du Canal. Le 
Cabinet de Londres, & attention daquel ce point de vue est signalé, jugera sans doute, 
avec le Cabinet de Paris, quiil convient de restreindm, mutant que possible, Ie nombre 
des points encore en discussion, et de ne pas insister, sans nécessité bien démontréc, 
tupr’s de la Porte, pour lui faire retirer un amendement dont Yadoption ne serait en 
fait qu'une satisfaction personnelle donnée au Sultan. 
[o disir d'une entente complete aveo le Cabinet de Londres est tel, toutefois, que 
Je Gouvernement Francais consentirait, si Lord Salisbury ne croyait pas pouvoir se 
ranger i Yopinion sus-Gnoneée, A renoncer A ses intentions, et, tout en regrettant de ne 
point accorder au Gouvernement Ottoman une concession ‘de nature & faciliter la 
Conclusion du Traité, & charger M. do Montebello de faire valoir les objections du 
Cabinet de Londres rolativement au maintien des doux mots en question, 
Le 10 Mars, 1888. 


Inclosure in No, 89, 


Draft Telegram from M. Flourens to Count de Montebello, 


Paris, le Mars, 1888. 

VEUILLEZ adresser & Ja Porto la communication suivante 

Le Gouvernement de Is République, d'accort avec le Gouvernement de Sa 
Majesté Britannique, a examiné, avec le plus vif désir de tenir compte des inténits de 
Sa Majesté Impériale 'Empereur_ des Ottomans, les modifications que la Sublime 
Porte propose d'introduire dans le Projet de la Convention relatif au libre usage du 
Canal de Suez. 

Tl s'empresse de porter & la connaissance du Gouvernement Impérial les conclu 
sions de cette étude approuvées Te Cabinet de Londres. 

Liamendement propos6 & V’Article II du Projet n'a pas rencontré d’objections 
On rit devoie seulement faire observer, que, pour Gre parfitement orct i 
‘conviendrait de substituer le mot * exposé” & celui de “ préambule dans la description 
de Is Convention du 18 Mars, 1863. 

‘Les deux Gouvernements sont également préts A remplacer a W'Article IV les 
mots" Ia Porte” par les mots “I'Empire Ottoman.” 

‘Le Gouvernement Impérial a proposé de limiter, par l'insertion du mot “légers,’" 
Ja grandeur des vaisseaux de guerre que les Puissances doivent &tre autorisées i faire 
stationner, Jorsqu’elles ‘ne sont pas belligérantes, aux embouchures du Canal. 

‘Sur ce point les Gouvernements Anglais ct Frangais me croient pas pouvoir 
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introduire de modification au Projet accepté en 1885 par les Représentants de toutes 
les Puissauces, y compris ceux dé In Turquie. Les motifs de la décision prise A cette 
Spoque subsistent aujourd'hui. On les trouvera exposés au procés-verbal de In 
Sous-Commission en date du 1" Mai, 1885 (pp. 71, 78, du Livre Jaune Francais), et 
dans le Rapport de ME, Barrire (ibidem, p. 162). 
Au sujet des modifications demandges & 1'Artiele VITI les Cabinets de Londres et 

‘do Paris font remarquer que, Sa Majesté Impériale le Sulian m’ayant pas de Consul 
Egypte, il serait le plus souvent impossible d’attendre Varrivée d'un Délégué Spéci 
Ottoman dans les circonstances imprévues qui menaceraient In sécurité ou le libre 
passage du Canal, of qui nécesiterient une Réunion immédiate des Représentants des 

‘uissances, En ‘prévision de ces eas particuliers, la. rédaction du Projet Anglo- 
Francais doit étre maintenue. Mais, apprécisnt Ia légitimité du vou exprimé par la 
Puissancs Souveraine on ce qui concerne la présidence des réunions, le Gouvernement 
dela Reine et celui de la République propesent addition au second paragraphe de 
VArticle VILE de la phrase suivante, qui consaere le principe revendiqué par In 
Sublime Porte, tout on tenant compte des nécessités pratiques et urgents qui peuvent 
se présenter -— 

“Cos dernidres réunions suront lieu sous la prisidence d’un Commissaire Spécial 
uommé A cet effet par le Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman. Un Commissaire 
Khédivial pourra également prendre part & la réunion et la prisidera en cas absence 
du Commissairy Ottoman.” 

fn oo qui concerne V'amendement proposé & PArticle X, les deux Gouvernement 
croient devolr faire observer que la modification demandée par ln Sublime Porte vient 
A Tencontre du principe méme de la Convention et n'spportersit, d'ailleurs, au 
Gouvernement do Sa Majesté Impériale aucun avantoge réel. Le ‘principe de Ia 
Convention est, en effet, qu'aucune Puissance ne pourra faire d'opérations militaires 
‘lons Io Canal, i sex nbords ni sur aca rives, des actes de cette nature pouvant 
Gventucllement porter atteinte A In liberté et A In adcurité du transit que Tsccord 
international a pour but easontiol de sauvegarder. Une seule dérogation i cette régle 
générale n.d tro prévne pour Ie cas ot Is nécessité de la défense de I Egypte et lo 
maintien do ordre public exigeraient intervention de la Puissance territoriale 
Yondroit mimo od le piril x0 sorait produit, c'ost-Iediee, dans le voisinage du Canal. 
Mais aucune antro exception ne saurait tre admise parceque les inconvéinents qu'elle 
cotralnemit ot quion vient de mapper ne seruiont pas justifies par wn but duties 
Bratique, “Pour defor wes ions dans Ia Mer Rouge, le Gouvernement du 
‘ultan n'a pas besoin de so sorvir militairement da Canal, de ses ports d’aceds, ni de 


ses vies,” I sult gu’ pale on tout tomps et sang jamais renoontrerdobstale y 


fairo passer des vnlssenux de guorre. En assursnt A toutes les Puissances I 
permanont de la voio internationale, la Convention leur doane des garanties qu’elles 
devraient autroment demander A la force et qu’elles ne troaveraient toutes au méme 
dogré. C'est li une considération supérieure qui conseille & tous les Gouveraements 
do maintonir intact, sans aucune exception qui puisse Vaflaiblis, le principe méme do 
la Convention, et sur laquelle les Cabinets de Paris ot de Londres appellent de nouveau 
avec confiance attention du Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman. 

Lax deux Gouvernoments n'ont pas d’objection & reporter dans la rédaction de 
Article XUL los mots “par rapport au Canal” i la place indiquée par lamendement 
Ottoman, 


No. 40. 
The Berl of Lytton to the Marquis of Selisbury.—(Recvived March 12.) 


(No. 160. Confidential.) 
My Lord, Paris, March 9, 1888. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 191 of the Gth instant, I have the 
honour to transmit to your Lonichip a copy of a note I have this evening received 
from tho French Minister for Forvign Affairs, containing a copy of the telegraphic 
instructions which his Excellency proposes to address to the French Ambassador at 
Constantinople with regard to the modifications pr hy the Porte in the text of 
the Suez Canal Convention, and which he states will be communicated to your 
Lordship by M. Waddington. 

Ax far as I have been able to judge from a hasty of this document, the 
Vrench Government have, as stated by M. Blourens, adopted the views contained in 
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the Memorandum inclosed in your Lordship's despatch No. 126, Confidential, of the 
‘20th ultimo, except in so far ie stlatag to the Torkish proposal for the insertion in 
Article IX of the words tending to exclude the Powers from taking part in the 
‘consideration of the measures necessary for the defence of the Canal in time of danger, 
unless the Porte should think it necessary to have their assistance. M. Flourens 
submits for the consideration of Her Majesty's Government his reasons for considering. 
Mat no objection need be raised tothe Turkish proposal with regard to this Artils. 
ave, ke. 
(Signed) LYTTON. 


Inclosure in No, 40, 


M. Flowrens to the Earl of Lytton. 


Sie Com Paris, le 9 Mara, 1888. 


‘LA communication que votre Excellence a bien vouln me faire, le 2 de ce mois, 
des observations formulées par le Cabinot de Londres sur les Amendements dont, Ia 
Porte Ottomane demande Vintroduction dans le Projet Anglo-Frangais de Convention 
Tnterationale relative au Canal do Sues m'a smené 2 préparer es instructions 

joints gun fai tenn i fire pase sous tos your de Tord Salisbury avant de los 
adresser f Ambassadeur de In République i Constantinople. ode 

Eu prenant connaissance de eet a'Tostenctions que M. Waddington dot fare 

irvenir au Foreign Office, votre Excellence remarquera que, si le Gouvernement 
Prangais est dispisé A s'amocier ploinement & la maniére de voir du Cabinot de 
Londves, notre relaction eontient c¢pendant encore une Yacune au sujet de I'Amende- 
mont Ottoman A I’ Article L ‘ 

Les raisons de cette on ‘ion sont les suivantes : 

Le Cabinet de Londres, tout en acceptant dans son ensemble Je nouveau texte 

6 par la ‘Turquie pour cot Article, » pensé qu'il comviendrait d'en retranchor lex 

au besoit,” dont le maintion durait, A ses yeux, 'inconvéniont dexclure los 
Puissances de Texamen des monures nécessaines & fa défense du Canal on temps de 
péril, sauf au cas od In Porto jugerait nécesaire de recourir i leur assistance. 

Nous nous demandons si lo maintion de ces mots aurait bien cette conséquence 

ui nous somblerait aussi inncceptable qu'elle peut Je paraitre au Gouvernement de In 
eine. "On no saurait, en effet, prize de vueque PAmendement Ottoman confirme 
obligation pour le Sultan do donner avis aux Puissances signataires de Yappel que lui 
adresserait lo Khédive on vue dassurer l'exdeution du ‘Traité, —T/accomplissemont 
1 In Porta do ec dovoir international ne sufliastail pas dana ln pratique 4 fournir nux 
Puissances oconsion de se concerter avec la Cour Souveraine ef de la prosser do prendre 
les mesures propres i mottro hors de toute atteinte Ja liberté du Canal? 8} le Cabinet 
de Londres envisage ainsi cette hypothise, il jugem sans doute, comme nous, préférable 
de restreindre, antant que possible, le numbre des points encore en discussion, et de ne 
Pas insister, sans néoessité bien démontrée, nupriw do la Porte en yuo du: rotrait d'une 
formule dont Vadoption, en donnant satisfaction aux vooux du Sultan, serait de nature 
a faciliter la conclusion du Ti . Rie tale coh 
Tai tenu A donner personnellemont & votre Excellence cos indications qui lub 
eat tout au moins apprior avec qual aon jai elarehé A conic, aut 
‘emactement que possible, los différents arguments que los deux Cabinets pourraie 
faire valcir cd cohman i Constantinople pour assuret, dane des conditions acceptables 
‘pour toutes les Puissancos intéressées, le sucots do lour couree collective, 
Agréen, &e, 
(Signs) | FLOURENS. 





No. 41. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White 


(No, 48. x 
Segrptie) Foreign Office, Murch V4, 1888, 6°35 v.xt. 
MY despatch No GG of Sni instant: Porte's amendments in Suez Canal 


Convention. . cs . es, 
French Government agree with our objections, exoept as to words “au besoin 
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in Avtole IX, which they think harmless, We have agreed to waive our objection on 
int, 
‘our French colleague will receive telegraphic instructions as t tat 
to bo mado by him to the Porte. aaa eee 
You may express concurrence of Her Majesty's Government. 


No. 42, 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


(No. 80. Ext, 48.) 
Sir, 


at Foreign Office, March 14, 1888, 
WITH reference to my despatch No. 66 of the nl instant, I'transmit herewith, 

for your Bxcellency’s information, copies of correspondence with the Preach Ambassador 

at this Court relative to the modieations proposed by the Purte in the Suez Csnal 
mvention. 

You will perceive that the French Government concur generally in the views 
exprosed by Her Majesty Government, but think that the insertion of the wonls 
“au besoin ® in Article IX would be harmless, 

‘There is much force in M. Flourcns’ argument upon this point, and T have 
consequently Intimated my willingness to waive any objection to the wonds in 
question. 

T authorized your Excelleney to-day, by telegraph, to express the concurrence of 
Her Majesty's Government in the representation which the Count de Montebello will 
be instructed to make to the Porte. 

Tam, &o. 


(Signed) SALISBURY, 


No. 43. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to M. Waddington, 


M.I'Ambansadour, Foreign Office, March 14, 1888. 

HER Majesty's Government have given their best attention to the note cerbale 
which your Excellency was sgood enough to leave with me on the 10th inxtant, relative 
to the modifications pi by the Porte in the Suox Canal Convention; and they have 
earned with much satisfaction that tho views of tho Fronch Government so closely agree 
with thote which they had themselves formed on the subject. 

‘Her Majesty's Government admit the correetness of the argument that the insertion 
of the words “au besoin ” in Article IX of the Convention will not deprive the Powers af 
the right to pre pon the Porte any measures which they way deem necessary forthe 
security of the Canal if the action of the Egyptian and Turkish Governments should 

F to be tardy or inmufficient. ‘They are quite willing, therefore, to waive any 
‘Hfction to the words in question, in deference to'the opinion ofthe French Government 
that it is desirable to reduce as far as possible the number of points in discussion, 

L shall be glad if your Excelloney will inform M. Flourens that L entirely concur in 
the terms of the proposed telegram to Count de Montebelio, which seems to me to 
explain with great clearness, but in a very conciliatory manner, the groands for asking 
the Porte to reconsider its amendments, and that I shall have much pleasure in instructing 
Sir W. White to give his sapport to Count de Montehello's representations. 

T have, &e, 
SALISBURY. 


M. Waddington to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received March 17.) 


ME le Marui Londres, le 1G Mars, 1888. 
"AI honour d'sccuser réception & votre Seigneurie de Ia lettre, en’ date du 
14 de ce mois, par laquelle clle me faisait connaitre qu’elle approuynit, dans leur 
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ensemble, les instructions que mon Gouvernement se propose d'adresser k som 
Ambassadeur & Constantinople relativement & In Convention de Sues. Ces instruc- 
tions vous ayant semblé devoir, grice A leur clarté et leur modération, hilter la 
conclusion de V'aiTaire qui nous occupe, vous indiquiez que vous inviteriez Volontiers 
Sir W. White & s'associer aux démarches de M. de Montebello. 

En yous remerciant de cette communication, que je n'ai pas manqué de porter A 
la connaissance de mon Gouvernement, j'ai Yhonneu® de vous faire suvoir que les 
instructions dont il s'agit ont été télégeaphiées & !’Ambassadour de In République d 
Constantinople. Je serai, par suite, tris-obligé & votre Seigneurie de vouloir bien, st 
toutefois elle ne I's déja fait, inviter par le télégraphe le Représentant de la Reine & 
Associer ses efforts A ceux de M. do Montebello pour obtenir Vadhésion de la Porte 
a Convention dans ies conditions que résumait ma note-verbale du 10 Mars. 

Veuillez, &e. 
(Signé) WADDINGION, 


No. 45. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to M. Waddington. 


M. TAmbassadeur, Foreign Office, March 19, 1888, 

I HAVE the honour to ncknowledge the receipt of your Exeelloncy’s note of the 
16th instant, informing me that the proposed telographic insteuctions to the French 
Ambassador at Constantinople respecting tho ainendmionts desired by the Porte in the 
draft Suex Canal Convention have now boon forvanled, and requeding that Hor 
Majesty's Ambassador may be empowered to support Count do Montebel's ropre- 
seatations on the subject. 

I beg to inform your Excellency that I have already instructed Sir W. White to 
this effect by telegraph. 

T have, &. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 40, 
‘M, Waddington to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Recrived March 20.) 


M. le Marquis, Londres, le 19 Mara, 1888. 

AINSI que j'ai cu honneur de lo faire savoir A votre Seignourie par mn lettre 
dul6 do ce mois, mon Gouvernement, div que je Tai en iuformé par le télégraphe 
de Yadhésion donnée par le Cabinet Britannique au projet d'instrnotions pour 
M. de Montebello relativement & In Convention de Sues, s'est emproseé 4'inviter notro 
Azbassadenr & Constantinople & agir aupris do la Porte dans le sens dont nous étions 
convonus. 

Lo Cabinet do Paris ayant regi le Iendemain communication, par mes, soins, 
du texte méme de la réponse que vous avicr, bien voulu Mmiadrosser, «ora dovoir, on 
‘vue de se conformer le plus étroitement. possible sux vues de votre Scignourie, inxérer 
dans ccs instructions les deux phrases supplémontaires suivantes. Elles sintorcalent 
entre le paragraphe relatif & I'Article 8 et le parageapho relatif A Article 10 do In 
Convention de Suez, et sont ainsi congues -— 

Bien que les modifications demandées par le Gouvernement Impérial dans to 
rédaction de l'Article 9 fussent de nature & soulever cortaines objections, le désir de 
réduire, autant que possible, le nombre des points initiaux en discussion a décidé lew 
deux Cabinets Ane pas les fare valoir. Ile no renonceraent pus 2 les former i 
Vinsertion des mots ‘au besoin devait avoir pour conséquence de priver les Puissinces 
du droit de réclamer de la Porte les mesures néoessaires & la sécurité du Canal dans le 
cas o, contrairement & leur espoir, Taction des Gouvernements territoriaux ne 
semblerait pas assex prompte ou assea eficace, ji 

J'ai "honnenr, conformément aux instructions que j'ai regues, de faire connaltro 
3 votre Seigneure fe texte do cette ation, qui x pour but de metize hors do date lo 
sens que les deux Gonvernements entendent conserver & J'Article visé, tout en 

1 par un sentiment de déférence pour le désir du Sultan, Vamendement que 
‘Sa Majesté a proposé d’y introduire. En recevant la communication qui préoMle, 
fontebello a été Invité & se converter aveo Ambassadeur de Sa Majesté 1a 





Reine au sujet des démarches & faire Auprés de la Sublime Porte & cette occasion, et a 
é instruit du concours que Sir W. White devait avoir pour instructions de Tut 


Veuillez, &, 
(Signé) WADDINGTON, 


a 


No. 47. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


(elographio,) Foreign Office, March 21, 1888, 4 rx. 

FRENCH Ambassador will no doubt show you instructions he has received 
respecting alterations in Article IX of Suez Canal Convention. ‘They are in accor- 
dance with our views. 


ee 


No. 48, 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White 
(No, 94, 
Sir, Foreign Office, Mare 

WITH roforence to my despatch No. 80 of the 14th instant. T tran 
ixoelloncy herewith # copy of a note fom M. Waddington® containing t! 
somo supplementary instructions whieh hn i the French Ambassador 
at Constantinople in regard to the ications desired by the Porte in Article IX of 
tho draft Suez Canal Convention, 

Thavo no doubt that M. de Montebello will communicate to your Execlleney the 
teaur of these fnstructions, nnd I havo therefore thought it sufiient to inform you by 
telegraph that thay are in accordance with the views heli by Her Majesty's Government 
without repeating to you their text 


No. 49. 
The Marquis of Salinbury 40 M. Waddington 


M, !Ambassideur, Foreign Office, March 21, 1888, 

T HAVE the honour to neknowlalye the reesipt of you Excellency’ note on the 
1h, instant, containing the text of the additional insteuotions which bare bers 
furnished to the Fronch Ambassador nt Constantinople with regant to the amendments 
(esited by the Porte in Article IX of the draft Suez Canal Convention, and I beg you 
{> express to your Government my best thanks for the courtesy they have shown In 
tho treatment of this point. 

Her Majesty's Atmbassaor nt Constantinople has been informed by telegraph that 
the instructions went to Count de Montebello on the subject are in accordance with 
Views of Hor Majesty's Government. 

Thave, &o. 


(Signed) SALISBURY. 


8 


No. 50, 


Sir W. White (o the Marquis of Salisbury —(Reevived March 22.) 


nfidential,) 
Constentinople, March 22, 1888, 
XOUR Lordships Nox. 4S nnd 52 of the 14th and yeaterda 
Fronoh Ambassador appears to be dexirous that I should be instructed hot merely 
to express concurrence of Her Majesty's Government with the representations he hiss 


No 46, 
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‘been told to make here as regards Suer Canal Convention, but that T should take an 
active part, nay, almost a leading one, in the various steps ho is about to take in this 
matter. 

This does not appear to mo advisable for several important reasons; T had no part 
in any previous stages when Count de Montebello treated tho question of this very 
Convention here; the Russian opposition to its provisions is sure to be much mor 
active secretly if I'am obliged to come more to the front, and this is by no means 
desirable; moreover, the Sultan will probably try to involve thi 
fo push on under its auspices the negotiations concerning the evacuation of 
by us, mentioned by me in my preceding telegram of this morning marked No 
Very Secret. 





No. 51, 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White 
(Wo. 53.) 
(Telegraphic) Foreign Office, March 22, 1888, 6°30 ras, 
YOUR telegram No. 28 of to-day. 
T entirely concur. 


c A Office, March 2 

M. WADDINGTON complained on Friday that ‘your advocacy 

of the Suex Canal Convention, as now agreed to botwoen France and England, that the 
arte would not listen to Montebello, 

I replied that you would be instracted cordially to support the draft Convention now 
creed upon, but that it must be clearly understood that in this negotiation the lendin 
Part had, from the first, boon accorded to France, and that England. wo content 
With weconding the Fr resentations 





No. 58. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W, White 
Ext. 56) 
Foreign Office, March 26, 1888. 

THE French Ambassador, in the courso of a conversation which T had ‘ith b 
on the int instant, complained. that in consequence of » want of warmth on the part 
HL Zour Bxcolloncy in advocating the Suex Canal Convention, as now agreed. upon 
fetieoen this country and France, the ‘Turkish Ministers ahowed litte disposition to 
Liston to the represenitations which the French Ambassador hind bean instructed to make 
to the Porte on the subject, 

1 informed M. Waddington, in reply, that you would be instructed cordially to 
support the warding of the draft Convention as now agreed upon by the two Governments, 
At the same time, it must be clearly understood, that far te Tending part in this 
Zegotintion had from the time of the Conference of 1885 onwanis been ‘accorded to 
France, Her Majesty's Government would content themselves with seconding the 
Wpresentations which were being made by France on the subjeot. 

Tam, te 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


— 


No. 54, 

M. Catalani to the Marquis of Solisbury—{ Received March 28.) 
(Translation.) 
(Confidential.) 
‘My Loni, Mt March 22, 1888, 

T HASTENED to communicate to His Majesty's Government the Memorandum 
Prepared by the Foreign Office on the alterations. proposed by the Porte 
ty 





Lav for the Suez Canal, which your Exeelleney was so good as to communicate to me 
confidentially on the 6th instant. 

Tam instracted in reply to offer to your Excellency the best thanks of the King’s 
Government for the communication in question, and to state that his Excellency 
Signor Crispi, after examining the Memorandum in question, is of opinion that the 
objections aud observations made by the British Government to the Porte are right and 


reasonable. 
Lavail, &e. 
(Signed) ‘T, CATALANT 


No. 55. 


Sir B. Baring to the Marquis of Salishury—(Received March 30.) 
No, 69. Secret.) 
Pelowraphic.) iro, Marck 30, 1888, 

CONFIDENTIAL Print, Suez Canal Commission, No. 154. 

IF itis not too late, Tventur to express a hope that the proposal to allow the 
Sultan to send a Special Commissioner to preside over the annual Consular meetings 
will be reconsidered. Tt will produce a bad impression here, and oven if it does not, 
as I fear, result in the permanent presence of a Turkish Commissioner in Egypt, 
‘occasions might arise when the presence of a Commissioner, even temporarily, might 
be open to serious objections. So long as we remain in occupation of the country, 
the Tuskish Commissioner wil probably be a tool in the hands of the Fronch oF 

usians. 


ee 
No, 56, 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir By Baring. 


ge 90.) ; H 
2 logram int wente of the Sots eine 

T HAVE recived your telegram No. 69, marked Secret, of the 30th ultimo, in 
hich you point out the objections to tho insortion of a clause in the Sucz Canal 
Convention, enabling the Sultan to send m Special Commissioner to preside over the 
araual Consular meetings on the subject of the Canal. : 

Tam fully sensible of the foreo of your arguments ax to the inconvenience whieh 
is not unlikely to uriso from the presence, whether permanent or temporary, of 
‘Turkish Commissioner in Baypt. mr 

“But the point ix one on which the Sultan Jays great stress, as involving the 
recognition of his position as Soveroign. ‘The claim is supported by the French 
Goremnmont, and it's difficult, in point of logic or international right, to assign nny 
solid renson for refusing to the Sovereign Power at theso formal meetings the right of 
represntation which is eeonled to all the other signatories of the Convention 

am, &e. 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


a 
No. 57. 


*. White to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received April 7.) 


Loni, Constantinople, March 31, 1888. 
* WITH roferonce to your Lordship's instructions on the subject of the amendments 
in the draft of the Suez Canal Convention as accepted by Her Majesty’s Government, 
‘which were conveyed to me in your telegrams (Nos. 4, 52, 53, and 56) of the 14th, 
2ist, 22nd, and 26th March, 1885, [have the honour to report as follows:— 
‘Count Montebello presented a written Memorandum on the subject to the Sublime 
Porte to-day, and, acting on the above instructions, I have to the Grand 
Vizier and to Safd Pasha the concurrence of Her Majesty's Government with it, and 
have seconded the French representations. ae 


(Bigned) ” W. A. WHITE. 
eee 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury —{Received Aprit 21.) 
(No. 151.) a 3 
My Lord, Constantinople, Aj . 
THE French Ambassador received this afternoon (non-officially, I believe) a 
pro-memorid from the Sublime Porte, explaining its views on the subject of tho 
revised draft of the Suez Canal Convention, of which his Excellency kindly gave me 
and of which I have the honour to inclose a transeript, for your Lordship's 


‘on the nature of its elaims -— 

1. To the presidency of all the Consular meetings on the subject of the neutrality 
of the Canal, and not only of the annual ones, as recently conceded. 

2. On Turkey being given an exceptional position, a& territorial Power, for sending 
reinforcements through the Canal to its possessions in the Red Sea, even though tho 
Empiro might be at war. 

‘When I had oceasion to see the Grind Visier on the previous day His Highness 
touched ou these two paints, and on my observing that further modifications were 
inadmissible, he said that ho did not think it would be possible for the Imperial 
Goverument to agree to the Convention without the, or for the Powers to do 
anything without the Porto’s acenptatice. 

I endeavoured to explain to the Grand Viaier that, owing to a confusion 
between the duties of the permanent European Commission sitting at Golaty and 
those assigned to the Consular Body at Cairo a demawl for the presidency was made, 
schich was perfectly justified on Turkey's part, in Galate up to 1878, but would ont 
lead to confusion ix the present ease. ‘Nhat the functions of, the Consular Body with 
rmgand to the Canal were not those of Permanent Commimioners, and that this hody 
are to eall on the territorial Power to take a certain notion, if necessary, under 
particular circumstances, in which it would be quite anomalous for the Consuls to sit 
under a President to whose Government their notion was to be addressed. 

Kiamil Pasha did not employ to me an observation, which he is said to have 
made to some one else, to the effect that there was no danger of the ‘Turkish 

n he was wanted, a4 they would have no objection 
one residing permanently in Egypt for that purpose. 

“As rogaris the sccond point, on which the Sublime Porto insists so persistently, viz., 
the passage of reinforcements to the Turkish possessions on the coast of tho Red Sea, 
T seo that the pro-mrmorid mentions as a griovanes the delay af twenty-four hours 
required to intervene between the mailing of vessels belonging to belligerents through 

Canal required by Article TV of the proposed draft, 

Tn stating my views to Count Montebello, I ventured to observe that it sppeared 
to mo that « modification of thin Article in favour of Turkey would be destructive of 
the principle of neutrality, as in prctice it was most likely to bo productive of 
hostilities in the Canal itself, the possibility of which T had understood France ax woll 
‘as England was movt desirous to prevent by this proposed Convention. 

Count Montebello will, I believe, forward this pro-memorid to his Government, 
‘and should both Powers decide not to accept the Turkish view, it might be desirable 
that some such intimation should he made to the Ottoman Ambassadors in Paris and 
London, the absonco of which I understand has been tho subject of remarks hero. 

‘As long as the Imperial Ministers hope to obtain modifications, they will continue 
dragging on these unsatisfactory negotiations. 

T have, &¢. 
(Signed) " W. A. WHITE, 


Inclosure in No. 58. 
Pro-memo 


EN ce qui conceme ls question de In prsidenoe, par un Commissaire Ottoman, 


des réunions des Consuls étrangers en Bgypte, Vamendement introduit 4 Article ITE 
Aattribue cette présidence au Commissaire dela Puissince territoriale et, en son absenee, 
Heaui du Khdtive, pour les runions annuclles seulement, tandis que, pour les circon- 
stances imprévues qui nécessiteraient une réunion immédiate des Agents dos Puis- 





finaires qui, aux yeux du 

mnportanice ct lui impose le devoir d’insistor A 

ce que la présidence, dans les circonstances exeeptionnelles, soit également dévolue 

au Commissaire Ottoman et, en son absence, & son adjoint, désigné par son Altesse le 

Khédive, attendu qu’aux termes des Articles IX ire respecter l'exéeu- 

tion des stipulations de la Convent: nécessaires pour assurer 

Tn défense de M'Bgypte ot Ia séeurit |, est essentiellement dévolu A la Puis- 

» ot que, dis lors, celle-ci doit, immédiatement et directement, étre au 

courant de ln nature de ces cireonstances imprévnes, afin d’étro i méme de prendre los 
mesures nécessaires pour faire fee & touto éventualité. Aussi, le Gouverneny 

Impérial so croitit dimen autorisé & Tuppuyer sur Ia juste a 
Gor nements pour voir écarter 1a distinction établie entre les deax questions de 
dence i propos des circonstances oninaires et celles imprévues. 

Les stipulations restrictives des Articles TV, V, ot VIL, de la Convention du Canal 
Maritime de Suez ayant pour but d'assurer la sée suze du Canal, sont, 
il oat vrai, conformes aux intérits des Paissa mais on ne doit pas 

Yuo que la position du Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman, Puissance 
» diffe grandement de celles des autres Gouvernements ; et aux yeux du 
Gouvernement Ottoman, qui est tonu do gaeantit la défense du pays, "importance de 
sor possessions de In cdte orientale de ln Mor Rouge est tout nussi grande que colle de 
son territolres sis mur ln obte occidentale. Das lors, Vapplication des restrictions 
antageuses pour les autres Puissances, pourrait étre nui in Gonverne- 
rd i cortaines cireonstances qui so prisenteraient relativement 

0 des biitiments de guerre de I'Empiro, 

Si par oxemple on cus de guorr, entre In Turquie et une aut Puissance, une 
Aivolto vonait A éclater dans la. province du Hedjax ou celle du Yémen, les navires de 
guorre h expédier i cos Lieux saints soit pour y r6primor Ia révolte, soit pour venir en 
aide oux troupes Linpériales qui s’y trouvent, soraient obligés, & leur entréo au Canal, 
(attends vingtequatre heures dans le port de Sues, par la raison quo les bitimenta de 
Ja Puisaneo belligérante 10 trouverniont avoir déja quitté lo port, I] xe pourrait nuss] 
qualors quo la flotte bolligérante viendrait & quitter le port de Suea dacs Vintention 


avouse dattaquar lo obtes orientates Ottomanes de la Mer Rouge, los forces navales 
do VEmpire qui soraient asrivées an méme port, immédiatoment apr’s 'ennomi, se 
Yoiont foreément empéchéox de poursuivre celuivci avant que vingt-quatry heures n 


fussont éoulées, co qui serait, évidomment, & Tavantage de lennemi et par contre, an 
pxjudice de la Puiwance torritori 

Par oo qui préide, lo Gouvernement Impérial, loin davoir Ia pensée de fairo on 
tomps de guerre des opdrations mititaires dans Ie Canal ou de porter attointe a In 
Tiborté et & Ja sécurité do transit, no murait avoir autre intention quo celle de se 
niserver toute sa liberté d'ac Wassurer In défense de ses provinces du 
Hledjaz ot du Yémen, & i ey wwogarder non droit de tenir, selon 
les cironstances, des bitiments de guerre i Port-Said ot h Suez. 


No. 59, 
‘The Earl of Lytton to the Marquis of Sallabury—{ Received April 91,) 


(No. 240.) 
My Lond, Paris, Aprit 19, 1888, 
M. GOBLET asked me yesterday whether I had any news about the Suez Canal 
Convention. T repliod that i nd none; and he then told me that he had just heard 
from Count de Montebello that the Porte, in reply to the communication maile to it by 
his Excelleney and Sit W. White, hus reaffirmed its conditions relative to Articles VIEL 
and X of the Convention ; that jn to say, it persists in demanding both the presidency 
of al! meetings of the Representatives of the Siguatory Powers in Eeypts and also the 
military ase of the Canal for the defence ofits posessions in the 
Goblet, in giving me this information, timated his impression that the Porte’s 
persistence in these demands is possibly attributable in some degree to the effect at 
Constantinople of the critical condition of affairs at Paris and Berlin. I may add that 
the “Temps” of this evening states in an inspired paragraph, that M. de Montebello 
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‘was instructed yesterday to press upon the Porte the acceptance of the “Iégitimes 
observations” of England and France. eae 
6, 


(Signed) LYTTON. 


Foreign Office, April 24, 1888. 

THE French Ambassador called upon me to-day to ask the views of Her 
Majesty's Government with respect to the present position of the Suez Canal 
Convention. ‘The French Government understood from the Comte de Montebello 
that the Sultan showed no disposition to give way to the combined pressure of France 
‘and England in regard to the amendments which he had proposed. ‘The exclusion of 
operations in defenco of his own Arabian territories from the number of those in 
regard to which the Canal was neutralized, was the proposition on which his mind 
was principally set; it apparently lind boon an idea of his own suggestion. On 
the other principal amendment, namely, the presidency of a Turkish Commissioner at 
All mectings of the Consular Body in regard to the Canal, His Majesty appeared to 
‘be more open to argument and more inclined to yield. 

‘MM. Waddington said ho camo to ask mo what the views of Her Majesty's 
Government were as to the course to he pursued if the Sultan should persist in his 
present view. At the same time, his Excellency intimated that the Fretich Govern- 
ment were disposed to see no practical inconvenienco in consenting to the Sultan's 
wishes in regard to the defence of Arabia, though, in point of prineiple, the proposal 
‘Was most objectionable, 

that, in respect to that part of the arrangement, we had been mainly 
guided by a desire to act in harmony with Franco; and thatif the theoretical objection 
to the Sultan’s proposal did not seem insuperable to tho French Government, we 
should be willing to reconsider the matter for tho purpose of finding some mode 
of satisfying the Sultan’s wishes. I did not, howerer, soe my way to any modifieation 
of the answer we had give to tho mquest that a permanent presidency of the 
Consular meetings should bo assigned to a Turkish Commissioner. 

‘The French Ambassador entimly necopted this view} and, indeed, the whole of 
his language suggested, if it did not ‘actually assert, the opinion that concession was 
q ble on the Arabian question, but out of the question in regard to the 
Presidency of the Consular meetings specially convoked on occasions of danger to the 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


61. 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received Aprit 25.) 


hie. Constantinople, Aprit 95, 1888, 
. ‘ , 
eee ic.) 


Under advice given the Sultan by Count de Montebello, it is said that the Porte 
are sbout to instruct Rustem Pasha to press your Lordship to accept their moditl- 
cations of the Suez Canal Convention. B 

French Ambastndor is reported as having told the Sultan at his audience on Friday 
last that, by negotiating this question in London, they would easily ascertain 
‘whence came the objection to having their wishes realized. 

Moreover, his Excellency is credited, though T eannot youch for the accuracy 
Of these statements, with having pointed out to the Sultan that France and Turkey 
‘hada common interest in secing us evacuate Egypt, and ought to act hand in hand. 





No. 62. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White, 
aa 70.) 
Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, April 25, 1888, 5°50 vat. 
YOURS No. 45, Secret. 


It isa matter of perfect indifference to us whether the Sultan does or does not. 
make the Canal a base of operations for acting against rehels in Arabia, 

T have therefore told the French Goverament if they wish it we will consider 
amendments in that sense. But any concession beyond that already made on tho 
subject of the presidency of the Consular meatings is objected to in Ezypt, and there- 
fore we cannot admit it. 

M. Waddington, who spoke to me on the subject yesterday, did not in the least 
press mo to do so. 


No, 63. 


The Maryuis of Salisiury to the Earl of Lytton. 
». 233,) 
ly Lord. Foreign Ofer Moy 1, 1838. 

‘THM French Ambassador informed mo to-dny that Sir W. White had stated 10 
M, do Montebello that, in reference to a portion of the Sultan's objections to the Suez 
Canal Convention, England had given carte blanche to the Goverament of France. 

T said T thought M. do Montebello must have slightly misunderstood Sir W. White, 
ud Load to M; Waddington the substance of my telegram No, 70 of the 25th ultimo, 
hie Thad addrssed to Constantinople avd with whieh your Excellency is acqeintd. 

am, &e. 


(Bigned) 


No. (it. 
‘The Maryuie of Salisbury to Sir W. White, 


No. 140.) 
his, Foreign Office, Sry 2, 1885, 

THE Turkish Ambassador brought to mo this evening a communication from the 
Porte, in which it was stated that the amendments desired by tho Sultan in tho Suez 
Canal Convention were now reduced to two, His Mnjesty would be satisfled if he 
could obtain the concession that the Turkish Delegnte should preside at all the 
meotings of the Consular Body at wicih he might be present. Secondly, if it wore 
provided that the Porto should not bo hamered by the provisions of the Treaty in any 
warlike operations which they might have to undertake for the defence of Ottoman 
territory in the Rod Bea, 

His Excellency further read to mos communiestion from the Porte intimating 
that Count do Montebello bad stated that his Government were unwilling to yrross 
England to make any further concessions for fear of rising the Convention altogether, 
‘and had left the impression that it was with Eagland alone that the resistance to the 
Bultan’s two proposals had originated. 

Troplied that this was a mistake; that the Convention was pressed for mainly by 
France, and that I had acceded to it on the ground of the engagements entered into Wr 
Lord Gmuvilte; that with respect to the {wo amendments in question I should be 
realy to cons in a friendly spit any suggestion that France might ako for 
macting the wishes of the Sultan the defence of His Majesty's territories in 
the Red Sea; but that ax regards the presidency of the Consular mestings, we had 
already mado a conlderable ecboteion, and spprebension wns flt in Hgypt Wat if we 
went 


furthor it might load to much inconvenience. 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


35 
No. 65. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury — (Received May 17, 10°80 v.at.) 
(No. 50.) as 
(Toga ic) 
{ULZ CANAL Convention. 


Count de Montebello informs me that his Excellency has received fi decision 
of Porte on the subject of the above Convention, which he will communicate by 
telegraph to his Government. 


Constantinople, May 17, 1888, 8:40 Pat. 


No. 66. 
M. Waddington to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received May 26.) 


M. le Marquis, Londres, le 26 Mai, 1888. 

JAI eu Thonneur de faire connaitre A votre Seigneurie, par mes lettres des 16 et 19 
Mars dernier, que les instructions au sujet desquelles les Gouvernements tais et 
Frangais s'étaient mis d'accord avaient été télégraphices & I’ Ambassadeur de ln Ré} publique, a 
Constantinople afin qu'il prift Sa Majesté lo Sultan d'acquiescer au projet de Convention 
de Suez sous le bénéfice des modifications que, wur xa demande, novs avions consenties. 
Votre Seigneurie avait bien voulu, en méme temps, télégraphicr a I'Ambassaceur de le 
Reine prés la Sublime Porte pour qu'il appuyit de tout son pouvoir les démarches que le 
Comte de Montebello devait faire & cette occasion. Dopuis, en vue de faciliter uno entonte 
défnitive, les Cabinets de Londres et de Paris ont reconau qu'il ait. possible d’accorder 
uve satisfiction de plus A Sa Majesté le Sultan et, & In suite des conversations que aous 
avons cues les 24 Avril ct I" Mai, un supplément dinstructions a été envoyé & 
Constantinople portant que les deux Gouvernements consentaient & accupter Namendoment, 
proporé par le Sultan au sujet du Yemen et du Tlodjas, 

Les démarches renouvelées par les deux Ambassadevrs i In suite de ces nouvelles 
concessions ont amené "heureux nésultat que nous étions en droit den attendre et, comme 
Jai dga ca Vhonneur de le faire savoir verbalement hior A votre Seigneurio, le Sultan a 
rendu un: Iradé par lequet il accepte lo projet de Convention ainsi modifié, Je m’empresse 
de vousen euvoyer ci-joint le texte. Les divers changements qui avaient été précédemment 
udmis, aussi bien que ecux que le Gouvernement Ottoman a réelamiés en dernier lioa, sont 
indiqués & I’encte rouge dans ce document.* 

Bn truncmettant cette pidce A votre Scignourie, je ne permettrat de lui rappoler, 
ainsi que je le lui ai indiqué dans notre entretion ‘préeité, Mintérée qu'il y aurait 
€o que Je Gouvernement de In Reine voulGt bien nous faire oonnaltre, aussitOt 

jue possible, son odhésion au texte ainsi Gtabli, afin que le Gouvernement do la 
‘publique puisse, d'accord aveo le Cabinet Britannique, pourvuivre sans retard 
lex négociations qui doivent assurer Ia mise i exéeution effective de la Convention, 
‘Ainsi que votre ‘Seigneurie a bien voulu lo reconnaltre lorsque je lui ai donné 
lecture des Articles modifiés en dernier lieu, les nouvelles nédactions comespoudent 
exnctement aux intentions exprimées par les deux Gouvernements, Je croix done pouvoir 
eapérer recevoir, dans un bref délai, une note de votre Seignourie indiquant que, dans 
Yopinion des Ministres de la Reine, comme dans celle du Cabinet de Paris, le texte ci-joint 

dott étre considéré comme définitivement arrété, 

Veuillez, Se, 


(Sign) ’ WADDINGTON. 


Inclosure in No. 66. 


Draft Conventit 
‘LES Gouvernements de 


Youlant consaerer, par un Acte Conven- 
tionnel, Iétablissement d’un régime définitif, 
deatinie A garantir, en tout temps ct a 
toutes los Puissances, Je libre usage du 
Canal Maritime de Suez et compléter ainsi 
Je régime sous lequel Ia navigation par 
Ge Canal a été placée, par le Firman de Sa 
Majesté Impériale le Sultan, en date do 
22° Février, 1866 (2 Zilkndé, 1282), 
sanctionnant les Concessions de Son. Altesse 


© Printed in cght-bend columa, 





Khédive, ont nommé poar leurs Plécipo- 
tentairies, gavoir = 


Lesquels, s"étant communiqué leurs pleins 
avoirs respectifs, trouvés en boune et due 
forme, sont convenus des Articles suivants: 


ARTICLE L. 


Le Canal Maritime de Suez sera toujours 
libre et ouvert, en temps de guerre comme 
en temps de paix, & tout n commerce 
ou de guerre, sans distinct 

En couséquence, les Hautes Parties Con- 
tmactuntes conviennent de ne porter aucune 
atteinto au libro usage du Canal en temps 
de guerre comme en temps ¢ 

Te Canal ne sera jamals aasujetti A Pexer« 
ive du droit de blocus. 


ARTICLE tH. 


Les Hautes Partios Contenetantes recon 
naissant que le Canal dEau-Douce est india- 
pensublo au Canal Maritine, prnneat nete 
les engagements de Son Altesse le Khédive 
envers Ix Com niverselle da Canal 
do Suez, et co qui conoerne le Casal d’Ban~ 
Douce. 

Elles wengngent & ne porter aucune 
atteinto A la sécurité de co Canal et de ses 

ons, dont le fonetionnement ne pourra 
‘aucune tentative obstruction. 


ARTICLE Itt. 


Les Hautes. Partios Contractantes 
ant de meme i respeoter le matér 
étublissements, constructions, et travaux da 
Canal Maritime et du Canal d’Eau-Douce. 


ARTICLE IV. 


Le Canal Maritime restant onvert, en 
temps de guerre, comme passage libre, méme 
aux navires de guerre des belligérants, anx 
termes de I'Article I" da présent Traité, les 
Hautes Parties Contractantes conviennent 

ww'aueun droit de guerre, aucun acte d’hos- 
tilité ow aucun acte ayant pour but d’eo- 
traver Ia libre navigation du Canal ne pourra 
tre exereé dans le Canal et ses ports 
@'aceds, ainsi que dans un rayon de 3 milles 
marins de ces ports, alors meme que !Em+ 
pire Oteran serait se des. Puissances 

ligérantes. 


‘Les bittiments de oe des belligérants 


ne pourront, dans le Canal et ses ports 
daceds, se ravitailler ou s'approvisiooner qae 
dans la limite strictement nécessaire. Le 
transit des dits bitiments per, le Canal 
steffectuera dans le plus bref délai d'aprés 
Tes Réglements en vigueur, et sans autre arrét 


Engagements stipulés dans une Conven- 


tion en date du 18 Mars, 1863, contenant 
in exposé et quatre Articles, 
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que celui qui risalterait des nécessités du 
service. 

Lear séjour 4 Port-Said et dans la rade de 
Suez ne pourra dépasser vingt-quatre heures 
auf le cas de reliche foreée. En pareil cus, 
ils seront tenus de partir le plus tot 
Possble, Ua intervalle de vingt- quatre 

res devra toujours s'écouler entre la 
‘sortie d'un port d'acc’s d'un navire belli- 
gérant ct le départ d'un oavire appartenant 
la Puissance ennemie. 


ARTICLE V. 
En temps de guerre, les Puissances belli- 
tes ne débarqueront et ne prendront 

lans le Canal et ses ports d'accts, ni trou 
1 monitions, ni matériel de guerre. Mais, 
duns le cas’ d'un empéchement accidentel 
dans le Canal, on pourra embarquer ou 
Aébarquer, dans les ports d'accds, des troupes 
fractionnées par groupes n'exeédant pas 
1,000 hommes aver le matériel de guerre 

correspondant. 


ARTICLE VI. 


Les prises seront soumises sous tous les 
Tapports aa méme régime que les navires de 
‘guerre des billigérants. 


ARTICLE VU. 


Les Puissances ne mointiendront dans l 
eaux du Canal (y compris le Lac ‘Timah, 
et les Lacs Amers) aucun bitiment de 


S Tenbells, “ties “lot. pacts encte Be 
sioner des tiaci 8 pee doa i 
veo exereé par les 


ARTICLE VIL. 


_Les Agents en Egypte des Paissances 
Signataires du présent Traité seront chargés 
de veillet & son exéeution. En toute cir- 
coustance qui menacerait In séourité ou le 
Tibre passage du Canal, ils se réuniront sur 
Ja convocation de trois d’entre eux et sous 
a présidence du doyen, pour prooéder aux 
constatations nécessaires. Tis feront con- 
naltre au Gouvernement Khédivial le danger 
qu’ils auraient reconnu afin que celuict 
Prenne les mesures propres 4 assurer In 
Protection et le libre usage du Canal. En 
‘tout état de cause, ils se réuniront une fois 
Lrg pour constater la bonne exécution du 


Is réclamerent notamment la suppression 
de tout ouvrage ou In dispersion de tout 


Tasemblement qui, sur l'une ou 'autre Ottoman. ‘Un 
Tive du Canal, pourrait avoir pour but ou pourra également prendre part a Ia réanion 
543] L 


f 





effet par le Gouvernement Impérial 
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yur effet de porter atteinte ala liberté et et 1a présider en cas d’absence du Com- 


‘entire sécurité de la navigation. 


ARTICLE 1X. 


Le Gouvernement Egyptien prendra dans 
la limite de ses pouvoirs tels qu’ils résultent 
des Firmans ct dans les conditions prévues 
par le présent Traité, les mesures nécessaires 
pour faire respecter Vexécution du dit Traité. 

Duns le cas ott le Gouvernement Bgyptien 
tne disposerait pas de moyens suffisant 
devra faire appel , la Sublime Pore, toque 
se conceners ove lee autres Puissances 
Signataires de la Déclaration de Londres du 
17 Mars, 1887, <n ene darter den eommeen 
teoconl Jon mewunee & peandee pone repatdee i et 
opel 


Les prescriptions des Articles IV, V, VII, 
ct VII ne feront pes obstacle av menares 
wont prises en vertu du  présent 


ARTICLE X. 


De méme, les prescriptions des Articles 
1V, V, VII, et VIE ne feront pas obstacle 
aux mewures que Sa Majesté le Sultan et 
Son Altewe le Khédive, an nom de Sa 
Majenté Iempérinle ot dans les limites des 
Firmans concédés seraient dans Ia nécessité 
do prondre, pour axsurer, par leurs. propres 
forees, In délense do Egypte, et le maintien 
de ordre public. 

Dans le car oti Sa Majesté Impériale te 
Sultan ou Son Altome le Khédive se 
trouvernit dans In néoessité de se prévaloir 
des exceptions prévues par le présent 
Article, fen Puimsances Signataires deta 
Declaration de Londres en seraient avisées, 


ARTICLE XI. 

Les mesures qui seront prises dans les 
cas prévus par les Articles IX et X du 
présont Traité ne devront pas faire obstacle 
‘u libre usage da Canal. cos mimes 
cas, l'érection de fortifications permanentes 
Glovéea contrai positions de 
VArticle VII demeure interdite. 


ARTICLE XII. 


Les Hautes Parties Contractantes con. 
viennent, par application do principe d’égalité 
fn ce qui concerne le libre usage du Canal, 
principe qui forme Tune dea bases du 
présent Traité, quiaucune d'elles ne recher- 
chera poe rapper ou Gens} d'avantages 
territoriaux ou commercinux, ni de privileges 
dans les arrangements internationuux  yui 
pourront intervenir,. Sont d’aillears résorvés 
let droits de lx Turquie comme Puiseance 
territoriale, 


missaire Ottoman. 


au Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman, le- 
quel prendra les mesures nécessaires pour 
répondre & cet appel et donnera avis aux 
act, au besoin, se concertera avec elles & ce 
Sujet. 


apar lo Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman. 

11 ext également entendu que les prescrip- 
tions des quatre Articles dont il stagit ne 
porteront en aucun cas obstacle aux mesures 
qoe le Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman 
eroien néeessaire de prendre pour assurer 
par see propres forces In défense de ses 
Autres possessions situdes sur la’ ebte orien 
tale de Ia Mer Rouge. 


«par rapport oa Cones 


ARTICLE XIII. 

En dehors des obligations prévues expres- 
sément par les clauses du présent ‘Traité, 
il west porté aucune atteinte aux_ droits 
souverains de Sa Majesté Impériale le 
Soltan et aux droits ot immunités de Son 
Altesse le Khédive, tels qu’ils résultent des 
Firmans. 

ARTICLE XIV. 


Les Hautes Parties Contractantes con- 
Yiennent que les engagements résultant 
do présent Traité ne seront pas limités par 
la durée des Actes de Concession de Ix 
Compagnie Universelle du Canal de Suez 


ARTICLE XV. 


Les stipulations da prisent Traité ne 
feront pas obstacle aux mesures sanitaires 
‘tn vigueur en Egypte. 


ARTICLE XVI. 


Les Hautes Parties Contractantes s'en- 
agent A porter le présent Traité a la con- 
naissance des Fitats qui ne lout pas signé, en 
Jes invitant A y accéder. 

de quoi les Piénipotentiaives 
respecte oat sigs le préveot ‘Traité et y 
‘ont apposé le secau de leurs armes. 


‘The Marquis of Salishury to Mr. J. G. Kennedy, 
‘No, 114.) 2 . v 
ir, Foreign Office, June 7, 1888. 

I HAVE informed you in my despatch No. 112 of tho 4th institut of the obsor 
Yations made by ME Crispi, and communicated to me by the Italian Chargé d'Affaires, 
‘on the alterations desired by the Sultan in the Convention for securing the free 
uavigation of the Suez Cann, 

T told M. Catalani that, in their present shape, Her Majesty's Government no 
longer saw any sufficient reason to object to these alterations, and that I propoaed to 
inform the French Government that we were prepared to accept the Convention 50 
modified, and to join in recommending it to the other Powers. 

M. Catalani informs me that he has now received a telegram from M, Crispi 
stating that, under these circumstances, tho Italian Government also accept the 
‘Turkish amendmonts, 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No. 68. 


‘The Earl of Lytion to the Marquis of Salisbury. —(Received June 8) 
(No. 335.) 
My Lord, Pari June 7, 1888, 

I RECEIVED a visit, the other day, from Count, Montebello, who has’ come to 
Paris to fetch his wife, with whom he returns to Constantinople thix week. 

His Exeellency asked me if Thad any news from your Lordship about the Sues 
Canal Convention; and, on my reply that T had none, he said thot he Nod reason to 
believe the Porte would be much gratified by an invitation to associate itself with France 
and England in submitting the Convention to the acceptance of the other Powers. He 
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added that he had no doubt the French Government would be willing to give this 
satisfaction to the amour-propre of the Sultan, and asked me whether the Government of 
Her Majesty would be likely to object to it 

I told him that I could express no opinion upon that point. 

T subsequently asked M. Goblet whether he had any reeent information as to the 
state of the negotiations with the Porte on the subject of the Convention. He replied 
that the matter now rested with your Lordship, and that he was about to instruct 
M. Waddington to ask for an intimation of the decision taken on it by Her Majesty's 
Government ; but, that whatever that decision might be, the Freach Government would 
act in accordance with it. 

Lhave, &e. 
Gigned) "LYTTON. 





No. 69. 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


No. 82. Confidential.) 
Telogri Foreign Office, June 11, 1888, 247 vt, 
OUNT MONTEBELLO has told Lord Lytton that the Porte would be much 
ratifiod if it wore invited to join with France and England in submitting Suer 
nal Convention, as now amended, to the Powers, and says he has no doubt French 
Government would consent if we are willing. 
‘What is your opinion as to expediency of this step? 


No. 70, 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


(No. 109, Confidential. Ext. 82.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, June 12, 1888, 

I TRANSMIT to your Excelleney herewith, for your information, copy of w 
despatch from Her Majesty's Ambassidor at Paris, reporting a conversation with 
Count de Montebello, in which the latter suggested that the Porte would be much 
stil by an, invitation to join with tho Preneh and English Goveraments in 
recommending the Suez Canal Convention, in its amended shape, to the acceptance of 
the other Powors. Count Montebello ex} his conviction that the French 
Government would be willing to agree to this cour of procedure if Hor Majesty's 
Government did not object to it. 

T have requested your Excellency, by telegraph, to let me know your opinion as 


to the expedieney of this step. 
Tam, te. 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


No, 71. 
The Morguis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


No. 88.) 
Ge phic Foregn Office, June 11, 1888, 2°55 vat. 
informed the French Ambassador that Her Majesty's Government 
accept the modifications now proposed by the Porte in the Suez Canal Convention, 
and are ready to join in recommending them to the other Powers. 


E 
M. Ambassadeur, Foreign Offce, June 11, 1988, 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellenoy’s note of the 
20th ultimo, inclosing a copy of the draft Convention for securing the free navigation 
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of the Suez Canal, with the alterations, subject: to which the Sultan is now prepared to 
it it 

T have the honour to inform you, in reply, that Her Majesty's Government have 

no objection to these alterations in their present shape, and are ready to join with 

mr Government in recommending the Convention, so modified, to the acceptance of 


1¢ other Powers. 
T have, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No. 78. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to the Earl of Lytton.* 
(No, 291.) 
My Lord, Foreign Office, June 11, 1888. 
WITH reference to previous correspondence respecting the draft Convention for 
securing the free navigation of the Suez Canal, I transmit to you herewith copy of 
‘© note fom the French Ambassalor at this Court, forwarding n copy of the drat with 
the alterations which the Sultan desires before giving his assent to it.t 
‘These alterations have been considerably reduced in consequence of the representa- 
tions made by the British and French Ambassadors at Constantinople, and they now 
contain nothing to which Her Majesty's Government think it necessary to object, 
Thave consequently informed the French Ambassador in the note, of whi 
is also herewith inclosed, that Her Majesty's Government are ready to join with that of 
France in recommending the Convention #0 modified to the acceptance of the other 
Powers. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 74. 
Sir W, White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 12, 8:30 vat.) 


be 53. Confidential.) 
Telegraphic.) Constantinople, June 12, 1888, 0-45 ¥.2t, 
VITH reference to your Lordship's telogram No. 82 of yesterday— 
Notwithstanding thé Bairam holidays T sont Sir A. Sandison to consult privately 
with Grand Vizier, and T have ascertained confidentially that His Highness considers 
that the Porte should be asked by England and France whether Turkey would prefer 
that the Convention should be submitted by the three Powers conjointly, or by England 
‘4nd France alone, with the consent of the Tarkish Government. 
Despatch by to.day's messenger. 


No. 75, 
The Marquis of Salishury to the Earl of Lytton. 


(No. 30: 
sy Lor’, Foreign Office, June 12, 1888, 

THLE French Ambassador called on mo to-day to ask whether I should be prepared 
to join with the Government of France in asking the Sublime Porte to take part in 
sithmitting the Sucz Canal Convention to the other Signatory Powers. 

Taaid thot ¥ had not the least objection to such a proposal, and I thought it 
might be expedient if it was satisfactory to the Porte; but that, for the purpose of 
avoiding unnecessary complication and delay, it might be wise to ascertain that the 

would be acceptable to the Porte before it was eee made. 
am, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No, 76. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salishury—(Received June 16.) 


(No. 289. Confidential.) 
My Lord, Theropia, June 12, 1888, 

ON ‘the receipt of your Lordships telegram No. $2 of yestent 
morning T sent Sir Alfred Sandison to speak privately to the Grand Vizier, and I did 
this, although it is not usual to trouble the Ottoman officials during the Bairam 
holidays, but I was very desirous to send your Lordship my impressions as to the 
question put to me with the least possible delay. 

Tt is probable that Count Montebello's opinion was founded on mere conjecture, 
and on his Excellency’s desire to make France appear in the cyes of the Sultan ns a 
botter friend to Turkey than England. 

Your Loriship will find the Grand Vizier’s spontancous opinion as to the best 
mode for submitting the Convention to the other four Powers cimbodied in Sir Alfred 
Sandison’s Report to me, of which copy is inclosed 

T should not be surprised to hear that Russia. will still fool disposed to raise the 
guneral Eayptinn question when asked to adhore to this Canal Coavention. 

T have forwarded tho substance of this information to your Lordship by telograph. 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


Tnclosure in No. 76. 


Memorandum by Sir A. Sandison 
(Cousfidential,) 

IN reply to tho communication made by wo this morning under your Excellency’ 
instructions to the Grand Vixior, hix Highnoss eid that by rights it would be rather 
for the Porte to submit the Suex Canal Convention to the acceptance of the other 
Powers; but as he woes objections to this course, ho expressed himself in favour of the 


following form, namely, that (he Porte should be asked by Bogland and Prance 
whether it would be preferable to Turkey that the Convention should b bmitted by 
the three Powers conjotntly, or whether it should be done by England and France 
lone (with the consent of the Turkish Government, which it will of eoume be 
propared to give). 


(Signed) A. SANDISON. 
‘Therapio, June 12, 1888. 


No. 77. £ 
Mr. Fane to the Marquis of Salishury.—( Received June 26, 11°30 vat.) 


(No, 57) 
(Telegraphic. 
SURZ Canal Convention. 
Circular ns been dispatched to Ottoman Representatives at Vienna, Berlin, 
Rome, St. Petersburgh, Madrid, and the Hague, instructing them to rcotmend 
acceptance by respective Goveruments, 


Constantinople, June 26, 1888, 10°20 vat. 


No. 78. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to the Earl of Lytton. 
(No. $19.4.) 
My Lord, Foreign Office, June 26, 1888. 

I MENTIONED to your Excellency, in my despateh No. 302 of the 12th instant, 
conversation which I hnd had with the French Ambassador on the proposal that 
the Porte should be invited to join with England and France in recommending the 
amended Saez Canal Convention to the acceptance of the other Powers. 

M. Wadidington has now informed me that his Government have ascertained that 
it would be agreeable to the Parte to reccive this invitation, and I have told his 


43 


Excellency that I am quite willing to join in making it, and that I shall be ready to 
consider snd discuss the form in which'the communication should be made. 
Tam, &e, 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 79. 


Sir A. Paget to the Marquis of Saliniory.—( Received June 2, 2°20 Pat.) 
(No. 31) 
(Telegraphie.) Fienna, Jeme 20, 1885, 15 naw 
FRENCH Ambassador has received instructions to concert with me and Turkish 
Ambassador respecting communication of Suez Canal Convention, 
1 said my instructions might possibly arrive by messenger to-night 
* Since calling on me, he bas been’ to Turkish Ambassudor, who told him bis 
instructions arrived this morning and wero identic, bat that Inst night he rvceived 
telegram from the Porte telling him not to set on them until further orders. 





No. 90, 
Sir A. Paget to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received by telegraph, June 29,) 


fo. 234, Ext. $1.) 
iy Lond, Penne, June 20, 1588, 
T HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that the French Amba 
upon me this morning to say that he hnd received instructions to concert with me and 
the Turkish Ambassador for the preparttion of an Identle note, which should 
in simultanoously, though not collectively, communicating the Suez Canal Convention 
to the Austro-Hungarian Gove 
I told M. Decmis that T yet, nstruations on tho subject from 
your Lontship, but that I thonght they might possibly arrive by messenger to-night, 
Hix Excellency then left all upon tho Turkish Ambassador, but. proweatly 
nvturned, and informed me 1 had not been able to seo Sadoullah Pasha; the 
Beoretary of tho Tarkish Embassy had, however, stated that hastructions of an jilentio 
nature to those sent to M. Docrais hud boon received by the Tatkish Ambassador this 
Torning, but that list night he had rocoived a telegram fram Constantinople 
instrocting him to defer acting in the matter till further orders. 
‘The substance of this despatch was communicated to your Lordship by telegraph 
touday. 
T have, &es 
(Signed) A. PAGE 


No. 81. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir A, Paget, 
No. 41.) 
elegraphic.) Foreign Office, June 29, 1888, 5°25 v.mt. 

YOUR telegram No. 31. 

The French Ambassador has shown mo the draft of an identic note to be presented 
by the Representatives of England, France, ond: Turkey to the Governments of the 
other Powers reprosontad in the Commission at Paris, recommending the amended 
Convention. 

L have agreed to do it, 

Copy will be sent to you by post. 








No. 82, 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir A. Payet.* 
0.90. Ext, 41.) - z oes 


Sir, Foreign Offce, June 29, 1888, 


IN reply to your Execllency’s telegram No. 81, I have i 
U Iy to y is y's teleg . 81, T have informed 
M. Waddington has shown to me the draft of an identic note whi Fits propoeed 
should be presented to the Goycmments of the other Powers represented i the 
Puree ttt Commission at Paris, by the Representatives of France, England, and 
‘This note, to which T have s the ion in its amen 
to the Contes to whieh T have agreed, eoommenis the Convention in itsamended form 
A copy of the note, with essary instructions, wil 
Brealey yee tie ates with the necessary instructions, will be forwanlel to your 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY, 





No, $3. 


Sir FE. Malet to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Receiced June 29, 10-45 ¥.2.) 


Berlin, June 29, 1888, 8 rat, 


Ambassador has received his instructions t i 
Convention at tho same time ax Ido, I re tol his Es nal ne that my ind = 
Gearentn. 8 a 0, I have told his Excellency that my instruc- 





No, 84. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir A. Paget.t 


io.) 


ated Foreign Office, June 30, 1888, 
I TRANSMIT to your Excollenoy herowith eopies of the “ti oneatice te 


securing the free navigation of the Sues Canal, with the idments desired in it 
the Porte as finally necoptod by Her Majesty's Governinent und that of Frome 
T also inclose the draft of an identic note to be presented by the Representatives 
of Great Britain, Trance, and Twokuy to tho Governments of the other Powers 
ian n the Interns al Comma ission of 1885, recommending the Convention 

‘our Excellency is authorized to concert with your French and Turkish colle 
for the presentation of this note to the Government to which you aze uenalived. ee 
capers 
(Signel) "SALISBURY. 


Tnclosure 1 in No. 4. 


Draft Comoention. 

188 Gouvemements do ~ a voulant 
constorar, par un Acte Convontionnel, Pétablissemont d'un régime définitit, dest 
garantir, tout tera eth toutes lox Palasanees, le lire usage da Canad Mace 
Suez ct compléte sinsi le régime sous loquel la navigation par o¢ Canal a été place, 
it ie Firman do So Majesté Impériale Je Sultan, ex date du 22 Révrier, 1506 

ilkndé, 1282), sanctionnant les Concessions dv: Son chédi ni 
Goo, 1282), snetionnant ls Concesions de Son Alto lo Khédiv, oat dommé 


© Alaa to Sie B, Malet (No. 170), duly 2, 1868. 


‘Also wo Sie E” Malet Ks ‘ i 
xe WA SE Mae Neo), Se Marie (No 181) Me. JG. Keaaely (No. 186), Se H. Rambld 
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Lesquels, s'étant communiqué leurs pleins pouvoirs respectifs, trourés en bonne 
et due forme, sont convenus des Articles suivants:— 


ARTICLE 1. 


Le Canal Maritime de Sues sora toujours libre ct ouvert, en temps de guerns 
comme en temps de paix, & tont navire de commerce on de guerre, sans distinction 
de pavillon. 

En conséquence, les Hautes Parties Contractantes eonviennent de ne porter 
aucune atteinte au libre usage du Canal en temps de guerre comme en temps de paix. 

Le Canal ne ser jamais assujetti A Vexereioe du droit de blocus. 


ARTICLE IT, 


Les Hautes Parties Contractantes reconnaissant que le Canal d’Eau-Douce est 
Indispensable au Canal Maritime, prennent acte des engagements de Son Altosse le 
Kl clive envers la Compagnie Universelle du Canal de Suez, en ce qui concerne le 
Canal d’Eau-Douce, engagements stipulés dans une Convention en date du 18 Mars, 
1863, contenant un exposé et quatre Articles, 

Elles s'engagent A ne porter aucune atteinte A In sécurité de ce Canal ot de 
ses dérivations, dont le fonctionnement ne pourra étre Vobjet d’aucune tentative 
obstruction. 

ARTICLE UI. 

Les Hautes Purtios Contractantes sengngent de méme a respecter le matériel, 
Tos établissements, constructions, ot t ux da Canal Maritime et du Canal d’Eau- 
Douce. 

ARTICLE TV, ; 

Le Canal Maritime restant ouvert, en temps de guerre, comme passage libre, méme 
‘tux navires de guerre des belligérants, aux termes de I'Article 1° du présent Traité, les 
Hautes Parties Contractantos conviennent qu'aucun droit de guerre, aucun acte 
@hostilité ov aucan aote ayant pour but dientraver la libro navigation du Canal ne 
pourm étre exeras dans Io Canal ct sos porte d’noods, ainsi que dans un rayon do 
2 milles marins do ces ports, alors méme quo I'Empim Ottoman serait une des 
Puissances belligérantes. 

‘Les bitiments de guorre des belligérants ne pourront, dans le Canal et ses ports 
@aceds, so ravitailler ot #approvisionnor que dans la limite strictement nécessaire. 
Lo transit des dits bitiments par le Canal s’effectucrs dans le plus bref délai d'apris 
Jes Rdgloments en vigueur, et sans autre arrét que celui qui résulterait des nécessités 
du service. 

Leur séjour A Port-Said ct dans In rade de Sues ne pourm dépassor vingt- 

jwatre houres sauf le cas de reliche foreée. En pareil cas, ils seront tenus de partir 

plus t6t possible. Un intorvalle de vingt-quatre houres dovra toujours s'oouler 

entre la sortie d’un port d'accds d'un navire belligémant et le départ d'un navire 
appartenant & la Paissanoe ennemic, 


ARTICLE V. 


En temps de guerre, les Puissances belligérantes ne débarqueront et ne prendront 
dans Je Canal et ses ports dace, ni troupes, ni munitions, ni matériel de guorro. 
‘Mais, dans le cas d'un cmptchement accidontel dans le Canal, on pourra embarquer 
‘ou débarquer, dans les ports d'acods, des troupes fractionnées par groupes n’¢ it 
pas 1,000 hommes avec lo matériel de guerre correspondant. 


ARTICLE VL 


Les prises seront soumises sous fous les rapports au méme régime que les navires 
de guerre des belligérants. a 
ARTICLE Vil. 

Les Puissances ne maintiendront dans les eaux du Canal (y compris le Tao 
‘Vimsah et les Lacs Amers) aucun biitiment de 

Toutefois, dans les ports d'sccds de Port-Said et de Suet, elles pourront faire 
stationner des bitiments de guerre dont le nombre ne devra pas exeéder deux pour 
chaque Puissanee. 

‘Ce droit ne pourra étre exeroé par les belligérants. 

(543) N 





ARTICLE VEIL. 


Les Agents en Beypte des Puissances Signataires du présont Traité seront chargés 
de veiller i son exécution. En toute circonstance qui menacerait Ia sécurité ou le 
libre du Canal, ils se réuniront sur la convocation des trois d’entre eux et sous 
ta presidente da. doje, pour procéder aux constatations nécessaires. Ils feront 
conmattre au Gouvernement Khédivisl le danger qu’ils auraient reconma afin que 
celui-ciprenne les mesures propres i assurer la protection et le libre usage da Canal. 
En tout état de cause, ils se réuniront une fois par an pour constater la bonne 
exécution du Traité. 

Les dernidres réunions auront liew sous 1a présidence d’an Commissaire Spécial 
nommé A cet effet parle Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman. Un Commissaire Khédivial 
pourra également prendre part i In union. et la préaider en oan dabsenoe di 

Jommissaire Ottoman. 

Tis réclamerent notammient fa suppression de tout ouvrage ou la dispersion de tout 
rassemblement qui, sur Tine on Vautre rive du Canal, pourrait avoir pour but ou pour 
effet de porter aitcinto A la liberté et b Yentitee séeusitd de Ta navigation, 


ARTIOLE IX. 


Le Gouvernement Egyption prendm dans la limite de ses pouvoirs tels qu’tls 
nésultent des Firmans et dans les conditions. pr Ie présent Traité, les mevures 
ngcossaites pour faire respeoter lexéeution dia dit Tratté. 

Dans 1o cus ot le Gouvernement Egyption no disposornit pas de moyens aufflsants, 
fl devia faire oppel an Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman, lequel pretdr’ lox mesures 
‘hécessaités por répondre d cet appel et donnera avis sux autres Paissances Signataires 
do Ia Déclaration de Londres du 17 Mars, 1887, ot, au bosoin, se concertora aveo elles 
00 sujet. 

Les prosctiptions des Articles IV, V, VII, et VIII no foront pas obstacle aux 
investires qui seront prises en vertu du prisent Article. 


ARTICLE X. 


Do mimo, les prescriptions des Articles IV, V, VIL, et VIII ne feront pas obstacle 
aux mesures que Sa Majesté le Sultan et Son Alfesse le Khédive, aa nom de Sa Majosté 
Trupériale ct dans les limites des Firmans conecalés seraient daa Ta ndeestty de 
rendre poor assure, par leurs propres forces, ln défense de VExgypte, et le maintien 

le ordre public, 

Dans le eas ob Sa Majesté Impériale Ie Sultan ou Son Altesso lo Khédlivo 
se trouverait dans la néocssité de se, prévaloir des exceptions yprévues par le tent 
Article les Puissances Signataires de la Déclaration de Londres en seraient avisées pir 
Je Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman, : 

‘est également entendu que les prescriptions des quatre Articles dont il s’ayit nu 
porteront en auctn eas obstacle aux mesures que le Gouvernement Impérial Ottoman 
eroira nécessaire do prendre pour aisurer par sés propres forces Ta défense de ses 
autres possessions situées sur la céte orientale de ln Mer Rouge. 


ARTICLE XI. 


Tas meses i ero dnuis ‘és ‘cas prévas par los Articles TXet X du 
présant Traité nie dovront pas faire obstacle an libre usage da Canal. Dans ces ments 
‘as, Vérection Wo fortifications permanontes Glevées contrafrement aux dispositions do 
YAxtiole VETT demeure interdite. 

ARTICLE XII, 

Les Hautes Parties Contractantés eoinvisiiiént, par application du principe d'égalité 
en, ee. qui concerne le libre usage du Canal, peincipe qui forme Mune des bases dit 
présent 'Traité, quiatoune dellés ne recherchera d'avantages territoriawx ou cortimencinux, 
ni do priviliges dans les. ai ants internationaux qui pourtont interrenir par 
rapport au Canal. Sont dailleurs réservés les droits de Ia Turquie comme Puissatico 
temmitoriale. 

ARTICLE XIII. 

En dehors des obligations priviies expressdment par les clauses du présent Traits, 
Atel pet tocee Gace A be eee ee Majesté Impériate le Sultan 
et aux droite et immunités de Son Alteso lo Khédive, tels qu’ils résultent des Firmans. 


a 
ARTICLE XIV. 
Les Hautes Parties Contractantes conviennent que les engagements résultant 


du présent Traité no seront pas Iiités par In durée des Actes de Concession de la 
Compagnie Universelle du Canal de Suez. 


ARTICLE XV. 


Les stipulations du présent Traité no feront pas obstacle aux mesures sanitaires, 
en vigueur en Egypte. 
ARTICLE XVI, 


‘Les Hantes Parties Contractantes s'engagent & porter To présent Traité i la 
connaissance des Etats qui ne l’ont pas signé, en les invitant & y acoéder. 

En foi de quoi les Plénipotentiaires respectifs ont. signé Ié présent Traité et y ont 
apposé le sceau de lours armes. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 84. 


Draft Identic Note to be presented by the Representatives of England, France, and Turkey to 
the Powers represented on the Sues Canal Commiation. 


LE Projet de Convention relatif au Raglement International pour le libre wage 
du Canal do Sues a été Lobjet de la part de ln Sublime Porte de quelques observations 
portant sur un petit nombre do points, 

Apnis un, échango de vues co sujet, lo Gouvernement do 8a Majesté la Reino do 
la Grande-Bretagno et Je Gouvernement de la République Francaise ont adhérd aux 
amendements de la. Sublime Porte, En conséquence, Paceord Te. plus complet s'est 
dtabli entre les trois Gotvernements sur lo nouveau Projet de Convention dant Io 
texto est ci-joint, et que nous soumettons avec confianes au Gouvernement do 
sca 22 = a perwundés qu'il sora trouvé conforme aux principes qui ont dda obtenn 
Tadhésion des Puissances comme dtant de nature Aassurer en tout temps to Hore usage 
du Canal de Sues, 


ee er wr se Se ee 

No, 85. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Elliot,® 
No. 829) ae 
Prrcign Ofte, en 20, 1888. 

THE French Ambassador showed me, on the 27th fnstant, the draft of an 
identic note, to be presented by {ho Representatives of Great Britain, France, an 
‘Turkey to the Governments of the other Powers represented in the International 
Commission of 1885, recommending to their acceptance the draft Conyention for 
scouring the free navigation of the Suex Canal, in the amended shape desired by the 


Tinclose a copy of the draft note herowith.t 

I have informed M. Waddington that I concur in its terms, and I am now 
Addressing to Her Majesty's Representatives at the Courts in question the Cireular, 
of which a copy is inclosed,t authorising them to concert with thelr French and Turkish 
colleagues for its presentation. 


Tam, &o,. 
(Sinead) "SALISBURY. 


No. 86. 
Mr. J. G. Kéroiedy to the Marquis of Salistury.— (Received ily 1) 


(Now 25:) 
(gehen Romie, Fine 30, 1888, 6°80 vx, 
URKISH Ambassador begs me to join him and French Ambassador in ‘commu 


nication to Italian Government of Suez Canal Convention. ‘They havo each teesived 
text mid instructions. ‘Tiirkish Ambassador seems very anxious to avoid delay. 


* Also t Mr. Pane (No. 200). 4 Trelonace 2 in No. 84. 3 No.8, 





No. 87. 


Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Solisbury.—(Received July 1, 7°30 v.30.) 


No. 15. 
(isieges hie ) Madrid, July 1, 1888, 1-55 Pat. 

MY Turkish colleague informed me to-day that he had been instructed to comm 
nieato to the Spanish Government copy of Suez Cansl Convention, but that, before 
doing so, he was to place himself in communication with the British and French 
Ambassadors here, who will make 9 similar communication of the document to the 
Spanish Government, and on the same day as the Turkish Representative, in support 
of that made by him. 

On the Turkish Minister informing mo that tho French Ambassador here had 
already received instructions in this sense, T informed him that none had reached 
me from your Lordship on the subject 

T avait instructions. 


No. 88, 


; Sir H, Rumbold to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Receivedt July 2.) 
No. 58.) 
My Lord, ‘The Hague, June 30, 1888, 

'THLE Fronoh Minister called upon me yesterday, and informed me that he had 
the day before received from his Government the text of a communication which 
‘was to addross to the Netherlands Government, notifying to them the changes which 
had been agreed fo at Constantinople in the Convention respecting the Canal of Suez. 
‘M. Logrand was furthor instructed to arrange with his English and Turkish colleagues 
about the presentation of this communication, which, he was informed, was to be 
accompanied by notes couched in identic torms, to bo addressed to the Netherlands 
Governmont by the Turkish Minister anit by myself, M. Logrand inquired whether 
I was in n position to join in tho stop which he was charged to take. I replied that 
T was, as yet, without Instructions from your Lordship on the subject. 

T have, &c. 
(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD. 


No. 89, 
Sir H. Malet to the Marquis of Salistery—( Received July 3, 5°20 v.at.) 
No. 62.) 
{ister phic.) Berlin, July 3, 1888, 445 ¥. 
YOUR Londship's despatch No, 169 of 80th Tune: Suez Canal Convention. 


‘Tho French and Turkish Ambasndors and I presented identie note to-day, 
separately, to Count Bismarck, 


Bo. 90, 
Sir B, Malet to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received by telegraph, July 3.) 


(No. 194, Bxt. 62) 
My Lord, Berlin, July 8, 1888. 

TITAD the honour to inform your Lordship this day by telegram, with reference 
to your Lordahip’s despatch No. 169 of the 20th June last that to-day presented to 
Count Bismarck a note identie with notes separately prescnted to his Excellency by the 
French and Turkish Ambaseors, submitting the Suez Canal Convention for the 
concurrence of the German Government. waa ik 

ve, 


(Signed) EDWARD B, MALET. 


49 
No. #1. 


Mr, Fane to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received July 4.) 
(So. 250.) 
My Lor Therapia, June 28, 1888. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 57 of the 20th instant, I have the honour 

to inclose herewith a copy of the Circular despatch which the Sublime Porte has 
Addressed to the Ottoman Representatives at Vienna, Berlin, Rome, St. Petersburgh, 
Madrid, and the Hague, furnishing them with the text of the Suce Canal draft 
Convention, for communication to the Governments to which they are severally 
accredited. 

T understand that the Porto telegraphed yesterday to its Representatives to 
ostpone presenting the Conveution until they ean do so simultaneously with their 
rench and English colleagues, 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) EDMUND PANE. 


Inclosure in No. 91. 


Sold Pesha to the Turkish Representatives at Vienna, Berlin, Rome, St, Petersburgh, 
the Hague, and Madrid. 


Constontinople, le 25 Juin, 1888. 

LE projet de Convention relatif au Rdglement International pour lo libre usage du 
Canal de Suez m Ga Vobjet do la part du Gouvernement Impérial do quelques 
observations portant sue un petit nombre de points, 

Apnis un éehange do vues ce sujet, le Gouvernement do In République Frangaise 
et le Gouvernoment de Is Reine ont adhéré & now amendements. En eonséquenee, 
Vacconl le plus complet. vest dtabli entro los trois Gouvernements sur le nouveau 
projet de Convention dont lo texte est ci-joint, et que nous soumettons avec confiance 
au Gouvernement do  perundés qu'il sora trouvé conforme aux 
principes qui ont déja obtenu V'ndhésion des Puissinces commo étant de nature & 
tawurer en tout temps le libre usage du Canal de Suez, 

Veuillez, &e. 


No. 92. 


Bir A. Paget to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Recrived July 6.) 
(No. 240.) 
My Lori, Vienna, July 4, 1888. 
WITH reference to your Loniship's despatch No. 91 of the 80th ultimo, I have 
the honour to inform your Lordship that, having concerted with my French and 
Turkish colleagues, I del int Kiilnoky to-day a note, in the terms of that 
inclosed in your Lordship's despatch, communicating t0 his Excellency a copy of the 
draft Convention for securing the froo navigation of the Sucx Canal, 
‘A note in identic terms had been delivered to Count Kalnoky by Sadoullah 
Pasha and M. Decrais, who had separate interviews with his Excellency just before my 


ing. 
Count Kélnoky did not make any obweration to lead mo to suppose that any 


objection would be Faisd to the Convention by the Austro-L{ungatian Government, 
ve, 


(Signed) "A, PAGET. 


No. 98. 
Sir Clare Ford to the Merquie of Salisbury —(Received July 7.) 
(No. 94.) : 
My Loni, Madrid, July 4, 1888, 
ON" cceipt yesterday of your Lordship's despatch No, 106 of the 30th ultimo, I 


consult ay collengues the Fronch Ambassador and the Turkish Minister at this 
‘Court, as to the purport of your Lordship’s above-mentioned despatch. 





found that they wore in perfect accond with it, Laddressed a letter to the 

quis de la Vega de Armijo, the Spanish Minister of State, soliciting a meeting 

with his Excellency, in order to present to him a copy of the note as drawn up in 

your Lordship’s above-mentioned despatch, together with a copy of the text of the 
new Project af Convention. 

‘The Marquis de la Vega de Arn received me this day, and I handed to him 
the documents in question. ‘The Marquis remarked that the moment that the Turkish, 
Buitisl, and French Governments were agreed on the subject, there could be little 
doubt that other Governments would be willing to agree to any proposal which had 
heen found to meet their views. He added that as the matter was of great importance 
ho wonld havo to bring it before the Council of Ministers, when no doubt. the 
adherence of the Spanish Government would be givea to it. 

‘The Turkish Minister and the French Ambassador were received in the course of 
tho samo day with myself, but each of us separately, and his Excellency held exactly 
the same language to my colleagues as he eieapgel to me. 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) PRANOIS CLARE FORD. 


No. 94. 
Mr. Fenton to the Marquis of Salisbury,—(Received July 7.) 
(No. 62.) 
My Lont, The Hague, July 6, 1888, 

T HAVE the honour to report to your Lordship that, in conformity with the 
instructions contained in your Lordship’s despatch No, 21 of the 30th ultimo, I this 
day presented personally tothe Netherlands Minister for Foreign Aili a note, whereot 
T havo the honour to nolowe a copy, drawn up in tho terms of the draft which was 
inoloved in your Londship's said dexpatch, and accompanied by a copy of the draft 
Convention for se ing the free gation of the Suez Canal. a 

At the same time notes in similar terms, and likewise accom by copies of 
tho Convention, wore presented to M. Hartsen by the French and Turkish Ministers 
‘at this Court, 

T should state that the delay which has occurred in the presentation of the notes 
in question arose from the fet that the Turkish Minister was, as he stated, until 
within the last day oF two, without instructions on the subject, 

Lhave, &e. 
(Signed) "HL. P. FENTON. 


Inclosure in No. 94. 
Note prescribed by Mr. Fenton to the Netherlands Government. 


LE Projet de Convention rolatif au Réglement International pour le Jibre usage 
du Canal do Sucz a 6t6 Yobjet de la part ds Sublime Forvede ‘quslques obecrvatons 
portant sur un petit nombre do points, 

Apnis un Golungo do vues a ce sujet, le Gouvernement de Sa Majesté 1a Reine de 
la Grande-Bretagne et le Gouvernement de la République ‘Frangaise ont adhéré aux 
amendements de la Sublime Porte. En conséquence, Paccord Ie plus complet seat 

i outre les trois Gouvernements sur le nouveau Projet de Convention, dont le texte 

int, et que nous sowmettons avee conflance au Gouvernement de Sa Maj 
le Rof dos Pays-as, persuadés qu'il sora trouvé conforme aux principes qui ont déjd 
obtenw Vadhésion des Puissances comme étaat de nature A assurer en tout temps 
Tibro usage du Canal de Sues. 
La Haye, le 6 Ivillet; 1388, 


No. 96. 
Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 8, 715 8.) 
(No. 16.) 5 
Celeeeees Madrid, ~ 8, 1888, 345 rat. 
MINISTER of Foreign Affairs has notified to me. the adhesion of the Spanish 
Government to the new Convention regarding the Suez Canal. 





3E 
No. 96. 
Mr. Dering to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received July 9.) 


No. 240.) 
Lord, St. Petersburgh, July 5, 1888. 
‘ON the receipt yesterday of your Lordship’s despatch No. 181 of the 30th ultimo, 
Tealled on the French and ‘Turkish Ambassador, and eame to an agreement with them 
Tespecting the identic note recommending the adhesion of the Imperial Government 
tothe Convention for securing the fre navigation of the Sues Canal, ‘The identic 
‘Rote was accordingly dated and presented to M. de Giers this morning. 
His Majesty the Emperor, however, not being expected to return to St. Petersburgh 
the 1th instant, some little delay is likely to take place before the formal 
Adhesion of the Russian Government to this Convention is officially notifiod. 
T have, &e. 
(Signed) HENRY NEVILL DERING. 


No. 97. 
Sir B. Malet to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Recoived July 9.) 


ES 197.) 
iy Lond, Berlin, July 7, 1888. 

T HAD the honour on the 2nd instant to receive your Lordsbip's ‘despatch 
‘No, 169 of the 0th ultimo, transmitting to mo copies of the dm Convention for 
Moaring tho froe navigation of the Suex Canal, together with the drt of an identio 
Toto to be prosonted by the Representatives of Great Britain, Francs, and Turkey to 

Goveruments of the other Powers represented in the International Commission 
9f1885, recommending the Convention for thoir accoptanco, 

In conformity with your Londship’s instructions, I concerted with my Frouch and 
Turkish colleagues for the presentation of this note to the German Government, and 
¥o decided to take advantage of Count Bismarck’s weekly day of reception of the 
Diplomatic Body to hand the note in. 

Wo did so accordingly on the Sri instant, as I had-the honour to report to_-your 
Lordship by telegraph on the same day. Tho French Ambassador was the first to see 

int Bismarck, and to present the note to him; I followed his Excellency, and the 
Turkish Ambassador snocecded me at a short interval. 

Count Bisuarck received the note from me without comment, and said that he 
Would at once examine the proposals contained in it, 

T have, &0, 
(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No, 08. 


Sir E, Malet fo the Marquis of Salishury.—(Itéceived July 9.) 


Berlin, July 7, 1888, 
WITH reference to your Londship’s despatch No. 169 of the 30th ultimo, and to 
By despatch No. 107 of today's date, have the honour to report that Count Bismarck 
formed me to-day that the Imperial German Government was prepared to adhere to 
‘the Suez Canal Convention, the draftof which was transmitted to.his.Ixoellency in. 
Ry note of the Bn instant. 
Thave, &e. 


(Signed) EDWARD B, MALET, 


No. 99. 
Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Salishury—(Received July 11.) 
iy 1 Madrid, July 8, 1888, 


WITH reference to my despatch No. 94 of the 4th instant relative to the 
Presentation to the Spanish Minister of State of the copy of the Suez Canal Convention, 





I have the honour to inelose herein to your Lordship a transl 
ived Inst evening from the Marquis de la Vega de Armijo, 
Spanish Government were very happy to give their adhesion to it. 
Thave, &. 
(Signed) "FRANCIS CLARF FORD. 


Inclosure in No. 99. 
‘The Marquis de la Vega de Armijo to Sir Clare Ford. 
(Translation.) : s 


M. Ambassadeur, Ministry of State, July 6, 1888. 

I HAVE received the note which your Excellency was good enough to address to 
me on the 4th instant, in which you informed me that the project relative to the 
International Regulation for the free navigation of the Suez Canal having been the 
object of certain obscrvations of the Sublime Porte, the Governments of France and of 

reat Britain, after an exchange of views on the subject, had accepted the modifica- 
tions introduced by the Turkish Government in a limited number of points. 

ommunicating this to me your Excellency gave me the new Project of 

avention to which the Governments of Paris, London, and Constantinople have 

entirely agrood ; and your Excellency submitted it to the Government of His Majesty 

porsunded that it would be found in conformity with the principles which have already 

obtained the adhesion of other Powers, and which will naturally at all times tend to 

ingury tho free use of the Suet Canal. 

In reply, have the honour to inform your Excellency that the adhesion to the 
new Project of Convention is a cause of lively satisfuction to the Government of His 

esty the King of Spain and, in making this communication to your Excellency, I 
bog you to thank the Government which you so worthily represent for its friendly and 
courteous communication. 

T avail, &o, 
(Signed) EL MARQUES DE LA VEGA DE ARMIJO. 


No. 100. 


Mr. J. G. Kennedy to the Marquis of Salisbury —{Received July 16.) 

(No. 188) 
My Lord, Rome, July 4, 1888. 

IN Obedience to the instructions contained in your Loniship's despatch No. 136 
of the 80th ultimo, I duly presented to-day to Signor Crispi, in concert with the 
Ambasadors of France and Turkey, copy of the identic noto inelosed in your 
Lorlship’s above-mentioned despatch, together with a copy of the draft Convention 
for securing the free navigation of the Sues Canal. 

In handing the above document to Signor Crispi, I recommended the Convention 
to hin Exeollency’s acceptance, 

In reply, Signor Crispi said to me: * Whatever Lord Salisbury does in Foreign 
Aitairs is well done, and Tam always happy to follow his lead. 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) "J. G. KENNEDY. 


No. 101. 


Mr. J. G. Kennedy to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 16.) 

(No. 190.) 
My Lord, Rome, July 7, 1888. 

WITH referance to my despatch No. 188 of the dth instant, [have the honour fo 
tmnsmit to your Lordship herewith copy of a note which I have to-day reocived from 
Signor Cusp, intinating that the Ttallan Government have no objection 0 ofr 0 
the draft Convention relative to the Suex Canal, which was submitted to them on the 
4th instant by the Representatives of Turkey, France, and England. 

Signor Grip ads that the Italian Governoient are all the sof alegosd to pire 
the Convention their full adhesion, since the modifications contained in the last draft 


38 


had already been submitted to them by the Cabinet of St. James and reocived their 
‘approbation. 
T have, &¢. 
(Signed) J. G. KENNEDY. 


Tnclosure in No. 101. 


Signor Crispi fo Mr. J. G. Kennedy, 


M. le Chargé d’Affaires, Rome, le 6 Juillet, 1888, 

PAR votre note da 4 de ce mois vos avex bien voulu me communiquer le texte 
u nouveau Projet de Convention relatif au Canal de Suex qui vient d’étre arrété 
& Constantinople par les Reprisentants de In Turquie, de In France, et de 
VAngleterre. 4 

‘Vous avez exprimé en méme temps la confiance que ce projet serait trouvé 
sonforme aux principes qui svaiont dj obtenn Tadhésion de Puissnees comme dant 
do nature A assurer en tout temps le litre usage du Canal de Snes. 


‘J'ai maintenant I"honneur de vous faire connaitre en réponse que le Gouverne- 
‘ment du Roi n’a pas d'objoctions & fairo contre co projet, et il est d'autant plus 
Aisponé Ay danner ea pleine adhésion que os modifeations par lesqueles i dite au 
projet primitif Ini avaient été communiquées d'avance par 
‘et avaient déja obtenu son approbation. 


le Cabinet de Saint-Jamos 


Veuiller, &e. 
(Signs) -F. CRISPI. 


No. 102. 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir H. Malet. 


Foreign Office, July V7, 1888. 
THE Gorman Amtawador informed mo to-day of tho assnt of hix Government 
to the modified draft Convention proposed by this country, Fmnoe, and Turkey with 
respect to the froe navigation af the Suce Canal. 
Tam, &o. 
(Bigned) SALISBURY. 


No. 103, 
M, de Heidler to the Marquis of Satisbury-—(Reccived July 18.) 


M. le Marquis, Belgrave Square, te 16 Juillet, 1888, 

D’ORDRE de mon Gouvernement j'ai "honneur de présenter A votre Excellence 
tous ses romerciments pour la communication faite par In note identique des 
Ambasadcun de So Majesté Britanniquo, de la République Frangtise, ct do Is 
Sublime Porte, concernant l'accord établi entre les trois Gouvernements sur le Projet 
de Convention relatif au Raglement International pour le libre usage du Canal de Suet. 

Je suis chargé d'informer votre Excellence que le Gouvernement Impérial et Royal 
wayant aucune objection A élover contre le texte annexé h la note identique privitée, 
est prt & acoéder 4 Ia dite Convention. 

Veuillez, &e. 
(Signs) HEIDLER. 





No. 104. 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to M. de Heidler. 


Male a"Affnires, Foreign Office, July 19, 1888, 
HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your note of the 16th instant, 
informing me of the acceptance by the Austro-Hungarian Government of the text of 
‘the Convention for the free navigation of the Suez Canal, as agreed upon between the 
[543) P 





Governments of Great Britain, France, and the Sublime Porte. I heg to express to you 
my thanks for this communication. 
Thave, &e. 


(Signed) SALISBURY. 
eee 
No. 105. 


Sir H. Rumbold to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 21.) 
(No, 71.) 
My Lord, ‘The Hague, July 19, 1888, 

I ASKED M. Hartsen yesterday when he would be able to let me know whether 
the Government of the Netherlands accepted the draft Convention for securing the 
free navigation of the Suet Canal, which was communicated to them on the 6th 
instant. His Excellency said that he had not yet received the King’s orders on the 
subject, and therefors had been unable to make a formal reply to the communication, 
but he might already tell me that this Government would adhere to the Convention. 

In the meanwhile, his Excellency xaid he wished to submit to me an observation 
which had suggested itself to him with rospect to the wording of Articles TX and X of 
the Convention, Tt wax there stated that, in the evont of the Egyptian G 
and His Majesty the Sultan not being in position to take the necessary m 
the execution of the Treaty, or being obliged to avail themselves of certain powers 
resorved to them for tho defence of Bgypt or the maintenance of onder in that country, 
notice should bo given to “the Signatory Powers of the Declaration of London of the 
Vith Maroh, 1886." 

Now, said M. Hartson, the Government of the Netherlands and of Spain not 
having signed the Declaration thus specified, but having been represented 
International Commission which sat at Paris, and boing now about to sign th 
Convention, ho ventured to inquiro whether the wording of the Articles to which he 
referred might not be so modified na to include all the Powers signatory of the Con- 
vention. "This could casily be done by substituting the words “ Puissances Signataires 
do ln prévento Convention” for tho words “ Puisances Signataires de la Déclaration 


de Londres du 17 Mars, 1885." is Brcallency was careful to add that he by no 


means made this a condition of the acceptance of the Convention by the Netherlands, 
but he lot me 4o that the change of wording, if it could be made, would be agrocable 
to him, In faot, he appeared disposed to think that the wording to which Wr called 
attention was due to an oversight, it having escaped notice that the reference excluded 
both Spain and tho Netherlands. M. Hartsen informed mo that ke had made the 
samo remark to my French colleague, who had been with him a short time before. 
Thave, de. 
(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD. 


No. 105%. 
Mr, Dering to the Marquis of Sabisbury.—(Received July 21, 12°43 vat.) 


(No. 422) 
fit phe.) 
espateh No, 240, 


M. de Giers, in reply to. my note, says that though Suez Conal Convention 
does not include’ all the provisions of Paris Conference of 1885, Russian Govern 
ment, in view of importance of assuring freedom of great international highway, 
will agree to it if all the othee parties to the Paria Conferonee should do 4o likewise. 


St. Petersburgh, July 21, 1898, 12°25 v.xe. 


No. 106. 
Mr. Scott (0 the Marquia of Salisbury,—(Received July 23, 6 ¥-a.) 
Confidential.) 
ics) Berlin, Jaly 23, 1888, 5 vat. 
CANAL Convention. 


Fronch Ambasador understands from Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs that German Government regan verbal declaration of adhesion given to 


Ambassadors as sufficient, and that io formal reply in writing will be returned to 
identic notes. 

‘The French Government appear to expect a written reply similar to that given 
by the other Powers, in view of eventual publication of correspondence, and French 
Ambassador has suggested that I should ask for instructions to join him, expressing 
the same opinion here. 


No. 107. 
Mr. Scott to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received by telegraph, July 23.) , 


Wo. 214A. Confidential. Ext. 65.) 
My Lord, Berlin, July 23, 1888, 

I HAVE the honour to state that the French Ambassador, having asked me to 
all upon him to-day, informed me that Count Berchem, in reply to an inguiry which he 
had addressed to him, had observed that the German Government did not consider it 
necessary to return a formal snswer in writing to the identic notes submitting the 
draft Convention respecting the Suc Canal, as the verbal declaration given to the 
Yme Ambassadors of Germany's adhesion to the Convention was considered 
sufficient. 

M. Herbette went on to say that.the French Government were of opinion that the 
German reply should be given in writing, as all the other Powers had repliod to the 
notes in this form, and as the correspondence would no doubt eventually be 
published. 

His Excelleney begged me to ask your Lordship's permission by telegraph to joln 
hhim in speaking in the samo sense to Count Berchem. 

T havo, &e. 
(Signed) CHARLES 8. 8COTT. 


No. 108. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Scott. 
(No. 28.) 
( Telegraphic.) 
YOUR telegram No. 55 of yesterday. 
T have agreed with French Ambassador that we should not press German 
‘Government for written declaration of adhesion to Suet Canal Convention. 


Foreign Office, July 24, 1888, 8:42 v.at. 


No. 109, 


‘The Marquis of Salishury to Mr. Scott. 

‘No. 192. Ext. 28.) Opies daly 26, 2880, 
ir, mrsien Of . 

L HAVE received your telegram No. 55 of yesterday's date relative to the form 

of adhesion of the German Government to the amended draft of the Suoz Canal 

agreed upon between the Governments of Great Britain, France, and 

ey; and I havo to state that I have spoken to the French Ambassador, who agrees 

With me that it will be better that the German Government should not be pressed to 

ive a written declaration of adhesion, if they consider it unnecessary, as it appears 


it they do. 
Lam, &e, 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 120. 
Sir H. Rumbold to the Marquis of Satishury—(Received July 26.) 
(No. 75.) 
ve ‘ed, ‘The Hogue, July 25, 1888, 


T HAVE the honour to transmit to your Lordship herewith the copy of a note 
which T received last night from the Minister for Foreign Affairs, conveying the 





assent of the Netherlands Government fo the modified draft of the Convention for 
securing the free navigation of the Suez Canal which was communicated to them on 


the Gth instant. 
have, &&. 
(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD. 


Inclosure in No. 110. 
M. Hartsen to Sir H. Rumbold. 


Ministére des Affaires Btrangéres, 

M, le Ministre, La Haye, le 24 Juillet, 1888, 

IN mo référant A la note du 6 Juillet dernier, quo M. le Chargé d'Affaires 
m'a fait 'honneur de remettre personnellement entre mes mains et quiaccompagnait le 
texto d'un nouveau Projet de Convention relative au Rdglement International pour le 
libre usage du Canal de Suez, je m'empresso de vous prier de vouloir bien porter & Is 
connaissance du Gouvernement de la Grande-Bretagne que le Gouvernement du Roi 
est houroux de pouvoir déclarer n'avoir aucune objection sux modifications apportées 
par co nonvenn projet A celut auquel it a déji donné son adhésion, 

Veuilles, 
(Signs) WARTS! 


No, 111. 
Mr, Dering to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 30.) 


ly Lord, St. Petersburgh, July 25, 1888. 

WITH roferonce to my despatch No. 240 of the Sth instant, T have the honour 
to forward to your Lordship herewith copy of a note which I have received from 
AL de Giers, respecting the adhesion of tho Russian Government to the Suez Canal 
Convention. 

Your Lordship will observe that M. do Gicrs, while expressing, on bebalf of the 
Russian Govornment, thoir appreciation of the object of the Convention, states that, 
in spite of the omission in it of certain provisions which had been carried by o 
majority at the Paris Conference of 1885, they were, on the grounds of general 
utility, propared to assont to this Convention, provided all the other Parties to. the 
Paris Gonferenoe did so likewise. 

T called on the Turkish Ambassador shortly after the receipt of this note, and 
after soerlaicing the identity of the note addressed to him by Af. de Giers on tht 
subject, inguie of his Excalleney whether he could explain tho meaning of this 
qualified adhesion to the Convention on the part of Russia, which had been so frankly 
agreed to by the other Powers. 

Chakir Pasha was also at a loss to what cause to attribute the nature of the 
Russian reply, and having to see ML. do Giers this morning, promised to inquire of his 
Excellency to what circumstances allusion had been intended to be made in the 
guanted terms of the Russian reply, which seemed to him to necessitate » fithor 
interchange of notes before the adhesion of the Russian Government could be 
considered as final. 

‘The Turkish Ambassador has just left me, and informs mo that, in reply to his 
juestion, M. de Giera said it had been only intended to point out to the other Powers 
that they were not adhoring to this Convention for any advantage which might accrue 
to them, for, in fact, various made in Paris by the Russian Plenipotentiaries 
had not found a place in the Convention as it stood, but all the sme, their adhesion 
to it in its present form might be considered as final.’ Chakir Pasha, however, replied 
that he thought it would be necessary that positive acceptance should be placed on 
record, and that he shoald write to his Government in that sense. 

‘Since writing the above, I have seen the French Ambassador, who considers that 
since the telegraph this morning announced the adhesion of the Netherlands, the last 
remaining party to the Conference at Pars to the Convention, he considered the reply 
as 


AL de Giers, whom I questioned on tho subject, also confirmed this view, and 
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after repeating to me the observations he had previously made to Ohakir Pasha, 
assured me the acceptance of Russia was complete. 

His Excellency added, he heard that Sir W. White had said that Russia was 
making dicalties about this Convention, but his was not ho ema, a8 MCN idl had 
had not to open his lips to the Sultan on the subject, which was being dealt 
with at St. Petersburgh. 

T shall take an carly opportunity of informing Obakir Pasha, confidentially, of the 
preceding, 

Thave, &e. 
igued) HENRY NEVILL DERING. 


Tnclosure in No. 111. 
M. de Giers to Mr. Dering. 


ML. lo Chargé d' Affaires, Saint-Pétersbourg, le 8 Juillet, 1888. 

AYANT cu I'honneur de recevoir votre note du 28 Juin (5 Juillet), j'ai pris note 
du fait que les Gouvernements de Ia Grande-Bretagno et de France, ainsi que la 
Sublime Porto s'étaicnt mis d’accond sur un projet de Convention destiné & régler lo 
libre usage du Canal de Suez, et dont le texte se trouvait joint A la note précitée, 

Dis lo début des négocintions engagées entre les Puissanoes sur cette matibro, 
le Gouvernement Impérial a donné Ia prouve de son désir sincdre de voir In question 
menée d bonne fin. 

‘Au cours des débats de In Conférence de Paris de 1886, il s'était empressé de 
donner son assentiment & toutes les dispositions destinéos A garantir de la manidre 
In plus efficace le libre usage du Canal en temps de paix comme en tomps de guerre, 
en insistant pour sa part sur Io plus large extension & donner A ces garanties. 

Bien que certaines dispositions adoptées par la majorité des Délégués & la 
Conféreace'de Paris svaieat pas trouvé place dans le peujet actucl, cependant, Ie 
Gouvernement Impérial ne saurait ne pas avoir on yuo Hinténét qu'il y 0 A voir asstirer, 
rime dans la mesure sur laquelle les trois Puiseances sont. tombées d'accord, le Libre 
usage d'une grande voie internationale, dont le maintien importo si hautement A Io 
om du monde entier. 

int cot intérvt supériour, le Gouvernement Impérial we déclare prot & aocopter 
le projet do Convention communiqué par voter noto du 23 Juin (6 Sule) au cas ob 
toutes les autres Puissances qui ont pris part A In Conférence de Paris de 1885 y 
donneraient leur assentimont. 
Veuillez, &o. 


(Signé) GIERS. 


No. 112. 
Mr. Scott to the Marquis of Satisbury—(Received July 30.) 


(No. 219. Confidential.) 
My Lord, Berlin, July 28, 1888, 

WITH roference to the subject of my despatch No. 214.4, Confidential, of the 
23nd instant, Ihave the honour to state thnt, on receipt of your Londship’s telegram 
No, 28 of the 24th July, I informed M. Herbette that your Lordship had spoken to 
‘AM. Waddington, and that it had been decided not to the German Government 
for » reply in ‘writing to the identic notes communicating the draft Suez Canal 

vention. 

MM. Horbette thanked me for this information and said that he had just received a 
‘similar communication from Paris. 

LC would desire to add that, when first ing the subject with me, M. Herbette 
explained that he did not entertain the slightest doubt. of the sincerity and finality 
of the German adhesion to the Convention, which was, as Count Bismarck appears to 
have told his Excellency, “pur et simple,” but that, with the 9] of the French, 
Foreign Office, he had more than oneé to Count Bis and Count 
Berchem that it would be more convenient for uniformity’s sako to have this adhesion 
in the same form as that of the other Governments, and M. Herbette was at a loss to 
ores the reluctance of the German Foreign Office to comply with this ee 

43) 





for which the only explanation given him by Count Berchem was thst Germany had a 
very remote interest in the Suez Canal question, and. that he had not been pressed for 
‘a written reply by Her Majesty's Government. 

T had ventured to express to the French Ambassador my personal opinion that the 
form in which the readiness of the German Government to adhere to the Convention 
was given was a matter of relatively small importance, as I presumed that it would be 
recorded on signature of the Convention, bat that as his Excellency desired it, I would 
telegraph to your Lordship for instructions. 

T have, &. 


(Signed) CHARLES 8, SCOTT. 





No. 118. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr, Scott, 

201.) 

Foreign Office, Auguat 1, 1838. 

T HAVE received your despatch No. 219, Confidential, of the 28th ultimo, 
informing me of the communications which: had passed between your French colleague 
and yourself with regard to the reluctance of the German Goverument to convey in 
writing their adhesion to the draft Snex Canal Convention, anil T approve the language 
whieh you held to M. Herbette an the subject 

Tam, &o, 
(Signed) SALISUURY. 


No. 114. 


Mr. J. G. Keanedy to the Marquis of Satisburs.—(Received Auguat 2.) 
(No. 28.) 
(logenphio,) Rome, August ¥, 1888, 710 vats 
SUEZ CANAL Convention. 
Turkish Atibomador to-day instructed by telegraph to request Siguor Crip 
formally to empower Italian Ambassador at Constantinople to sign Convention. 


No, 115. 
Mr. J. @. Kennedy to the Marquis of Satisbury—(Received by telegraph, August 2.) 


(No. 20k Bxt, 28) 
My Lord, Rome, August 1, 1888. 

T HAVE the honour to report that I to-day saw the Turkish Ambassador, who 
told me that be had been instructed by tolegraph to requost Signor Crispi to give 
formal powers (o the Malian Ambassador at Constantinople to sign the Stex Canal 
Convention. 

T have, &e. 


(Signed) "J. G. KENNEDY. 


No, 116. 
aa The Marquis of Saliabury to Sir W. White. 
0. 
(Telegraphic. Foreign Office, August 2, 1888, 320 rox. 
R 


USTEM PASHIA Ins requested dat you should be authorized to sign Sucx 
Canal Convention. If a telegraphic authority is enough, you are aut ‘aecor- 


ingly. 
fe promised to find out whether full powors were required. 
7 


No. 117. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 
No. 238. Ext. 89.) 
ir, Foreign Office, August 2, 1888. 
THE Turkish Ambassador has, by onder of his Government, requested 
Excellency may be authorized to sign the draft Sucr Canal Convention on be 
Her Majesty's Government. If it is considered that authority by telegraph is sufl- 
cient, you are authorized to sign accontingly. ce 
Rustem Pasha promised fo ascertain and Iot me know whether, in the opinion of 
ue Bests, fennel Fall powers will bs reyatred foe Go purpoes 
Tam, &. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 118, 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir H. Rumbold, 


a Confidential.) 
Foreign Office, August 8; 1888. 

THE Netherlands Ministor called hore on’the 26th ultimo and made a representa 
tion, similar to that roported in your despatch No, 71 of the 19th ultimo, respecting 
the desire of his Government that Articles IX and X of the Suct Canal Convention 
should be so altered ns to include Holland and Spain in the number of the Powors to 
bo informed of any steps taken: by tho Sultan or tho Khedive under tho provisions of 
those Articles. 

Tt-was pointed out to Count Bylandt that no. suggestion on tho subject hd bean 
spade by the Netherlands or Spanish Delegates in the mission which sat at Paris in 
1885, oF in the eubsequent negotiations, and that tho proposal of fresh amendments at 

‘present stage OF (ie ppreonedIniey Hight ones great Inconventence. 

‘Count Bylandt appeared to soe the force of this argument, and ment 
purely personal and unofficial suggestion, that tho object in view might possibly be 
secured by an exchange of notes. 

T have informed Count Bylindt that it appears to me to be too late now to 
attempt any alteration in tho wording of the Convention, and that if his Government: 
should think it destrablo to propose» mubunqunt exchange of nota a der to procure 
the inclusion of the Netherlands among the Powers to be informod of the steps taken 
for the defence of the Canal, it would be better that they should address themselves, 
in the first instance, to the Frenoh Government, who, by common consent, had taken 
the initiative in the negotiations, If France and the other Signatory. Powers wore 
disposed to accede to the proposal, Hor Majosty's Government would be quite ready to 
Agree to it also, 


Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 119. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Gosling. 


No: 182 a.) 
i Foreign Office, August 8, 1888. 

THE Spanish’ Ambassador called hero on the 27th ultimo, and expressed the 
desiro of his Governinent that Articles IX and X of the Suez Canal Convention should 
be so altered as to provide that the steps taken by the Sultan and the Khedive under 
those Articles shouldbe notified to all the Powers signing the Convention, instead of 
to those only who were parties to the Declaration of the 17th March, 1885. ‘The 
‘eflect of this alteration would be to include Spain and the Netherlands, who, though 
‘admitted to the Paris Commission, are now excladed from being consulted in the 
contingencies provided for by these Articles. 

Thave informed M. del Mazo that it seems to me to be now too late to make an; 
fresh alterations in the wording of the Convention, but that if his Government should 
wish to make any farther representations or suggestions with reganl to this point, it 
would be hetter that they should address themselves, in the first instanoe, to. the 





French Government, who, by general consent, had taken the initiative in the 
negotintions, 
Tam, &. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


a No. 120. 
Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 4,) 


M. le Marqu Londres, le 2 Aoiit, 1888, 
POUR faire suite & Pentrotion que jai eu hier avec votre Seigneurie concernant 
Ja signature de la Convention sur le Canal de Suez, j'ai Phonneur de lui communiquer 
le texte du télégramme suivant, que je viens de recevoir de mon Gouvernement — 
“Tl nous semble que Vautorisation de signer suffit. Plusicurs Ambassadeurs ont 
AGjA regu cette autorisation sans pouvoirs spécinux A est effet.” 
J'ai, &e. 
(Bigné) RUSTEM. 


No. 121 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


No. 93.) 
Oss hic.) Foreign Office, August 4, 1888, 420 r.m. 
“EY tlcgram No. 80 : Signature of Sues Canal Convention. 
‘Turkish Ambaxador says his Government consider telegraphic authority sufficient, 
without special fall powers. 


No. 122. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

(No. 241. Ext. 98.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, August 4, 1888. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 288 of the Sod iota T have to tate that 
tho Turkish Ambassador hins now informed me that his Government consider that 
tolographio authority will be sufficient to enable the Representatives of the Powers at 
Constantinople to sign tho Suex Canal Convention, and that it will not be necessary 
that they should be furnished with special full powers forthe purpose. 

am, 


(Signed) | SALISBURY. 


No. 123. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Posha. 


M. Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, August 4, 1888. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge, with many thanks, the receipt of your 
Bxcellency’s note of the Ynd instant, informing mo that in the opinion of your 
Government it will be sufficient that the Representatives at Constantinople should 
receive tolographic suthority to sign the Suex Canal Convention, and that special full 
powers are not required. 

T have already sent the necessary authorization to Sir W. White, 

Thave, &. 
(Signed): SALISBURY. 
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0, 124. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White.* 

(No. 95.) 
(Telegraphic.) 

SUEZ CANAL Convention. 

French Government propose addition of following Article :— 

“The present Treaty shall be ratified, and the ratifications shall be exchanged at 
(Constantinople withis coe month, sooner if possible.” 

e 

Join with French Representative in recommending to Government to which you 

are accredited. 


————_—$_$_$ 


No. 12 


Foreign Office, August 7, 1888, 5°15 Pa. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White.t 


(No. 248, Ext. 95.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, August 7, 1888. 

T TRANSMIT to your Excellency herewith a copy of a despatch which 1 have 
addressed to Her Majesiy’s Ambassador at Paris, containing the text of an Additional 
Article to the Suez Canal Convention proposed by the French Government. 

Her Majesty's Government concur in the terms of the Article in question ; and I 
have authorized you, by telegraph, to join with your French colleague in recom- 
mending its acceptance hy the Government to which you are accredited. 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


2 EEE 
No. 126. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to the Barl of Lytton. 
(No. 889.) 

Lord, Foreign Office, August 7, 1888. 

‘THE Fronch Ambassador informed me, on the 2nd instant, that he had received 
‘3 telogram from M. Goblet mentioning ‘the fact thnt, in tho draft Suez Canal 
Convention, no allusion is made to the ratifications ar to the place where they should 
be exchanged. 

M. Goblet inquired whether Her Majesty's Governmont thought. it advisable to 
add a Special Article on the subject, and to declare that tho ratifications will be 
exchanged at Constantinople as soon ts possible, 

T have informed M. Waddington, in reply, that I mite ready to acoopt 
M. Goblet’s suggestion, if ho adheres to it, but that T should have preferred a fixed 
date, «ay, a month after signature of the Convention, as otherwisn there might be 
great delay in the matter. Tadded, however, that the ‘point was not, in my opinion, 
‘one of great importance. 


Tam, &e. 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


No. 127. 
The Marquis of Salishury to the Earl of Lytton. 


Foreign Office, August 7, 1888. 

“ "WITH reference to my despatch No. 389 of the 7th eatin I ae state that 
M. Waddington has informed me that he is instracted by M. Goblet to propose the 
following Additional Article to the Suez Canal Convention 

* Le présent Traité sera ratifié, ot les ratifications en seront échangées & Constanti- 
nople dans un délai d'un mois, ou plus tht si faire se pout.” 
2 29), Me, Mande (No. 48), Me. J. G. Kennedy (No. 39), Mr. Det 
Me. Gosiog (So, 6), and St H, Rumbo. 
Faso to hdr. Scott (No. 906), Mr. Maude (No, 103), Me. 3. G- Kennedy (No. 161), Me. Dotiog 
(Ne. 213), Me. Geating (So. 133), 04 Sir HL Rasebold (No. 34). 
Ne 127. 


R 





In the event of this Article being accepted by Her Majesty's Government, 
M. Waddington was to request that I would communicate it to the different Govern- 
‘ments concerned. 

His Excellency added that M. Goblet would also send telegraphic instructions to 
the French Representatives on learning that I agreed to his proposal. 

_Lhave informed M. Waddington that I quite concur in the terms of the proposed 
Article, and that I would instruct Her Majesty's Representatives, by telegraph, to 
make the necessary communication to the Powers concerned. 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


No. 128. 
Mr. Phipps to the Marquis of Satisbury:—(Received August 9, 5°15 ¥.3t.) 

(No. 32.) 
(Pelegeaphic.) P Vienna, Auguat 9, 1888, 420 vat. 

SUEZ Canal Convention. 

French Chargé d'Affaires also communicated proposed new Article to-day. 

Under-Secretary, in Count Kilnoky's absonce, replied Austro-Hungarian 
Governmont would offer no objection it England, ‘France, and Turkey were agreed. 
Eee 


No. 129. 


Mr. Phipps to the Marquis of Salisbury, —(Receied by telegraph, August 9.) 


No. 71a. Ext B2.) 

My Lord, Vienna, Auguat 9, 1888. 
IN compliance with your Lordship’s telegram No. 44 (addressed to Mr. Maude) 

of the 7th instant, T havo the honour to state that I ealled on the Under-Scoretary of 

State for Foreign Affairs this morning, and communicated to him, in Count Kélnoky’ 

absence, the Additional Avticle to the Suex Canal Convention proposed by the Fronob 


Government, to whieh, T added, that of Her Majesty agreed. 

T had arranged with my French colleague that he should proviously take a 
similar stop. 

M. Passetti replied that the Austro-Hungarian Government would offer no 
objection to the propowd Article if England, France, and Turkey were agreed on 
the subject. 

T have, &e. 


(Signed) B.C. H. PHIPPS, 


PS. duguat 11.—At my interview with Count KAlnoky today, his Exeelle 
continned what M. Bassetti hod stated to mo, as above reported, nid said that the 
necessary telegraphic instructions had been sent to the Austrian Chargé d'Alaires at 
Constantinople. 

BO. P. 


No. 130, 


Mr. Phipps to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 11.) 

(No. 270.) 
My Lond, Fienna, August 9, 1888. 

WITH reference to your Loriship’s telogram No, 44, on the subjest of the 
Adiltional Article to the Suez Canal Convention, which reached me this morning, T 
have the honour to report that Count Kélnoky’s return from the country being only fixed 
for this evening, and my French colleague also residing out of Vienna, I have as yet 
been unable to comply with your Lordship’s instructions, 

I shall, however, havea opportunity of seeing Count Kilnoky at his reception 
to-morrow, and have appointed a meeting with M. Le Marchand this afternoon, 

T have, te. 
(Signed) E. C. Hl. PHIPPS, 
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No. 131. 


Mr. Dering to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received August 13.) 
(No. 273.) 
My Lord, St. Petersburgh, Auguat 8, 1888, 

ON the receipt of your Lordship's telegram No. 52 of yesterday's date I calied 
‘on the French Chargé d'Affaires, and informed him that it was your Lordship’s wish 
that I should associate myself with him in recommending to the Imperial Govern. 
‘ment the insertion into the Suez Canal Convention of the Additional Article proposed 
by the French Gevernment, to the effot that the ratifeations of the Treaty should be 
exchanged at Constantinople within a month, or sooner, if possible, 

Count d’Ormesson told me that, acting’ on instructions received from his own 
Government, he had already spoken to M. de Giers on the subject, who had replied 
that, if the other Powers were agreed, he did not see that there was any objection to 
the proposal on the part of the Imperial Government. 

On paying my weekly vist ths afteroon tothe Foreiz Ofc I mentioned the 
matter to M. Viangaly, in the absence of the Foreign Minister, and he entirely 
confirmed the view of the question reported by my French colleague, 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) HENRY NEVILL DERIN 


No, 182, 


Mr. Scott to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 13.) 
(No. 230.) 
My Lord, Berlin, August 10, 1888, 

WITH reference to your Lordship's talogram No, 20 of the 7th instant, Instruct- 
ing me to join with my French colleague in recommending to the Imperial Government: 
tho addition to the draft Suet Canal Convention of a ratifieation Article, tho toxt of 
which was transmitted to me, Ihave the honour to report that M, Raindro, having 
yesterday received similar instructions, we proceeded together to the Porvign Offlon 
to-day, and made the desired communication, 

Tihave the honour to inclose herewith to your Lordship a copy of the note werbale 
which I left as a Memorandum of this communication with the Acting Under- 
Scoretary of State, and to add that it is a literal English translation of 0 similar 
Memorandum handed in by AM. Raindre 

The Acting Under-Secretary of State, who received it the absence of Count 
Berchem, informed us that he would submit our communication to the Chancellor of 
‘the Empire, but that he had no doubt that the proposed nddition would revive tho 
consent of the Imperial Government, 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) CHARLES 8, SCOTT, 


Inclosure in No, 182. 
Identie Note. 


‘THE draft Convention relating to the Suez Canal making no mention of the 
ratification ofthis Treaty, Her Majesty's Goverament hao the honour to propos to 
the Imperial German Government the adoption of the following Article to be added to 
the text which has been already approved :-— 

“The present Treaty shall be ratified, and the ratifications shall be exchanged at 
Constantinople within ane month, or earlier if possible.” 





No. 183. 
Mr, Scott to the Marguis of Salisbury —(Receied August 13, 2°10 ¥.Mt.) 
(No. 60.) 
(Telegraphic) Berlin, August 13, 1888, 1°30 poe. 
SUEZ CANAL Convention. 
Instructions have been sent to German Ambassador at Constantinople to sign 


Convention with the Additional Article. 





6 
No. 18h. 
Mr. Scott to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received by telegraph, August 


(No. 245, Ext. 60.) 
My Lord, Berlin, August 18, 1888. 

T HAD the honour to inform your Lordship by telegram to-day, that the German 
Ambassador at Constantinople has received instructions to sign the Suez Canal 
Convention, together with the Additional Art 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) CHARLES §. SCOTT. 





No. 135. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 1, 910 vw.) 


(No. 64. Confidential.) 
(Melegraphie.) Constantinople, August 13, 1888, 10°50 aa. 

SUBZ CANAL Convention, 

‘There will, T fear, be much delay with the signature of this Convention, as the 
Sultan wishes to obtain proviously some explicit declarations satisfactory to himself 
that Article X will in no caso be faterpreted ax Signor Crispi wishes it to be, and as 
implying a reauncintion of Ottoman rights or claims ovar western coast of Red Sea, 
‘This was evidently foreseen by Mr. Kennedy in his telegram No. 27 of the Bist 
ultimo to your Lordship. 

My French and Italian colleagues tell mo that their fall powers are on the way, 
so that they should be availablo in any ease. 

T venture to auggest that mine might also be sent out, and drawn ap in such 
way as to be nvailable for this and future similar occasions. 





No. 186. 
Sir WY, White to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Recrived by telegraph, August 13.) 


(No. 810. Confidential. Ext. 64) 
My Lord, ‘Therapia, August 18, 1888, 

WITH reference to your Loniship's despateh No. 241 of the 4th instant, T rogrot 
to stato that much delay’ is taking place with regard to the signature of the Suez 
Canal Convention, and this ix likely to continue, 

ie Imperial Majesty the Sultan, I understand, before signing, is desirous of 
obtaining some clear and explicit declarations respecting Article X of the Convention, 
which His Imperial Majesty wishes to bo interpreted in a manner satisfactory to 
Limsclf, and not in the sonse in which Signor Crispi would wish it to be interpreted, 
namely, as implying ® renunciation of all rights or claims over the western coast of 
the Heed Sea by His Imperial Majesty 

T would venture to refer your Loniship to Mr. Kennedy's telegram from Rome, 
dated the Blst ultimo, in which he evidently foresaw this possible objection, 

Count Montebello and Baron Blane tell me they expect their full powers to 
arrive shortly, #0 that they may be available in any case and I would venture to 
suggest that my full powers should also be dispatched, and further, that if they could 
be drawn up #0 as to be available for this and all similar occasions it would be most 
advantageous. 

1 had the honour to forward the substance of the above to your Lonlship by 
telegraph to-day. 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) ’ W. A. WHITE. 
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No. 137. 
Mr. J. G. Kennedy to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received August 14, 5°20 v.at.) 


(No. 31.) | 
ee hi . fara ta ee August 14, 1888, 4 vac. 
E legram No, 39 of 7th inst 
Italian Government accepts French Additional Article. aoe 


No, 138, 
Mr. Gosling to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received August 14, 7 v.,) 


(0, 20.) 
(Welegraphic.) Madrit 8, 4°35 
Si ile No. 18 of Sth instant, a id, August 14, 1888, 435 Pa. 
in absence of Minister for Foreign Afhirs, Prench Secrotary and I i 
by the Underserstary of Sate for Torcgn ‘Alun tsa) Afr lly expnining 
at , Under-Sceretary promised to communicate it to Minister for Foteign 
Ais by telegraph, and to as for tolographic ply. 
ei jon was that Spanish Governinent wo jeoti iti 
Article t Suez Canal Convention proposed by France. + nt vietion t0 Additional 


-)) 
No. 139, 


Mr, Gosling to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received August 16, 10°80 ¥.2t,) 


ae 22.) 

‘Te ihe. 1 si 

¢ “re Tag ana Madrid, August 16, 1888, 6°45 v.26 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs has just informed m ji 

Goversmont offer no objection to Additional Artclo of Suer Casal Connie 

posed by French Government, Mae 


No. 140, 


geoaony Mr. Gosling to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Reveived August 17.) 
ly Lord Madrid, Ai 1 
REFERRING to my telegram of this day's dato, I have the houeas tory 
your Lordship that, accompanivd by Count Writ do. Be ‘ond, Senter cree 
French Embassy, I walled to-day on Sefior Figuers, the newly-appointed Under. 
Seerctry of State in the Foreign Department, to whow, in the temporary abwnoe of 
ega de Armijo, we jointly submitted, for the approval of the Spani 
es he ae ; \pprovs 1¢ Spaniah 
<eone Article to the Suez Canal Convention proposed by tho 
Schor Figuera entertained no doubt that his Governmen i 
proposal, which he undertook to communicate by talograpit to the Minister of State 
‘As Soon as his reply reaches me T will not fail to transmit it to your Lordship, 
___ Thave, &e. 4 
(Signed) AUDLEY GOsLING. 


No. 141. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Scott. 


(No. 217.) 
Sir, 


: : Foreign Office, August 17, 1888, 

I HAVE received your despatch No, 289 of the 10th instant, an T iouecre we 

terms rect note verbale in which you communicated to the German Government the 
} 8 
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proposed Additional Article to the Convention relating to the Suez Canal, and invited 
their assent to it, 
Lam, &c. 
(Signed) SALISBURY, 





No. 142. 
Count de Bylandt to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 20.) 


M. le Marquis, Londres, le 17 Aodt, 1888, 
EN conséquence de Ventretien que Vavantage davoir avec Sir Julian 
Pauncefote, le 3 de ce mois, au sujet de I'interprétation des Articles IX et X du Projet 
de Convention relatif au Canal de Suez, et que je n'ai pas manqué de communiquer au 
Ministre des Affaires Rtrangéres & La Haye, le Goavernement du Roi « fait remetts 
son Reprisentant & Pars, an Gouvernement Francais, un Mémorandum dont j 
"honneur de joindre une copie sous ce pli, 
me rds. uoe. gomsnunlaation ds Hintze da Boi. Pein Jo Gourernement do la 
République approuve Vidée suggérée par les Pays-Bas, ot a promis quiapr’s In signature 
‘du Tmnité son Ambassadeur pres la Sublime Porte soumettrait notre proposition & Ia 
Conféronce des Aubassadeurs ot Vappuyernit, ; 
Bin priant votre Seigneurie de vouloir bien prendre connaissance de la. proposition 
mentionnée et contenue dans fannexe de la présente, j'ai honneur d’invoquer, au nom 
de mon Gouvernement ot en faveur de sa légitime demande, lappai du Gouvernement 
de la Reine, sur lequel du reste je erois pouvoir compter apres les assurances bien- 
ve qui m'ont 6 transmises, par Sir Julian Pauneefote, de In part de votre 
on ae Veuillez, &e, 
(Signé)* C. DE BYLANDT, 


Inclosure in No. 142, 


Memorandum. 


LE Gouvernement des Pays-Bas exprime le déxir qu'il soit ajouté au Traité, pour 
assurot le libre usage du Canal de Suez, un Article Additionael, ou qu'il soit stipulé de 


quelque antre manidre, qu’ ue les Grandes Puissances Si aires de Ia ‘lara 
tion do Londres da 17 Mars, 18% se serontconcertés avec ls Sabline Porte en vac 
‘river d'un commun accord lex mesures i prendre pour répondre & Vappel du 
Gouvernement Egyptien (Article X) toutes les Puissances Signataires du Traité soient 
avisées des mesures en question, ou de celles a prendre scparément par la. Sublime 
Porto et le Gouvernement Rgyptien. 
Poris, le 18 Aoit, 1888, 


No, 143. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W, White. 


(No. 100.) F . 
‘1 c.) Foreign Office, August 20, 1888, 3.40 P.M. 
(iol PROVE o€ your taking such slope as you think nivisable for indusing 
Porto to sign Suez Canal Convention. 


No. 14. 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. Whit 


No, 260. Ext, 100.) 


ir, Foreign Office, August 20, 1888. 


‘THE Seerctary of the French Embassy called at this Oifice on the 18th instant and 
urgently requested, on behalf of M. Waddington, that a telegram might be sent to, your 
+ Smt also yo Mr, Rgreto (Na. 418), 
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Excellency approving the steps which you were taking to induce the Porte to sign the 
Suez Canal Convention without further delay. 

M. Jusserand admitted that you lad been co-operating most loyally with Count 
Montebello for this purpose, but said that the French Government attached the greatent 
importance to your receiving instructions encouraging you to persevere in this action, 

I have accordingly informed your Excellency by telegraph that I approve your 
taking whatever steps you may think advisable with the view of procuring the signature 
‘of the Convention by the Turkish Government, 

Tam, & 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No, 145. 
Mr. J. G. Kennedy to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Receiced August 25.) 


L. Rome, August 9, 1888, 

THAYER thohonour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordships telogeama No, 39 
of the 7th instant, respecting the Additional Article’ which the French Government, 
propose to add to tho Suez Canal Convention, and to report that, in concert with the 
French Chargé d’ Affaires, 1 to-day addressed » note to the Italian Government in the 
sense of that telegram. 

I have, &e, 
(Signed) "J. G. KENNEDY. 


SS ae 
No, 146, 


Mr. J. G. Kennedy to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received August 25.) 


(No. 214) 
My Lord, Rome, August 14, 1888, 

WITH reference to ay despatch No. 213 of the 9th instant, I have the honour to 
transmit to your Lordship herewith translation of 1 note which 1 have to <lny received 
from the Italian Government, informing me that thoy accept the Article which the 
Prench Government propose to add to the Suex Canal Convention, and which was 
communicated to me in your Lordships telegram No. 39 of the 7th instant. 

I telegraphed the substance of the foregoing to your Lordship to-day. 

I have, &e. 
(Signed) "J. G. KENNEDY, 


Inclosure in No. 146, 
= Signor Crispi to Mr. J. G. Kennedy. 
(Translation, 


M. le Chargé d'Affaires, Rome, dupuat[F, 1888. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your note of the 9{h instant, 
respecting the proposal of the French Government for the addition to th Convention 
for the free navigation of the Suez Canal of an Article relative to the ratification 
‘of that instrument. 

U have the honour to inform you, in roply, that the Government of the King 
accept the above-mentioned addition in the termis in which it is formulated in your 
note. 

T have received from the French Changéd’Affaires a communication similar to the 
‘one from you, and have replied to him in the same terms. 

Accept, &e. 


(Signed) ¥. CRISPI. 





3 
No, 147. 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 27.) 
No. 325, 
Se oy Therapia, August 18, 1888. 

“ TMMEDIATELY on receipt of your Lordship’s telegraphic instructions on the 
subject of the Additional A1 ficle as to ratifications of the Suez Canal Convention, I 
informed the Minister for Foreign Afars, through Sir Alfred Sandison, of their purport 
in recommending the Porte to accept this Article as proposed by the French 
Government, dies . : 

‘Soveral of my colleagues have also received instructions to support its adoption 
Dut, as far as Tcan ascertain, not all of them. The Sublime Porte does not appear to 
have expressed any view but is sure ultimately to cept this suggestion , 

Your Lordship will observe, however, from my despatch No. 310 of the 13th 
instant, the substance of which I had the honour to forward by telegram, that the 
irritation of the Imperial Government relative to Massowah and Zulla will, it is feared, 
‘occasion some delay with regard to the signature of the ‘Suez Canal Convention. 

> Thave, &e. 
(Signed) '-W. A. WHITE. 


—— eee 
No. 143, 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Phipps 


zB 
fo. 111, 
eee Foreign Office, August 28, 1888, 


"WE Austro-Hungurian Chargé d'Affaires called here this afternoon and stated 
that his Government Ind no objection to the addition proposed by the Netherlands 
Government to the Convention respecting the Suex Canal, by which the Netherlands 
fand Spain would be included among the Powers to be informed of any action taken 
by the Khedive or the Sultan in pursuance of Articles IX and X of that Convention. 

‘The Avatro-Hungarian Chargé d'Affaires at Constantinople had consequently 


‘boon instructed to give his adhesion to the proposal. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) ' SALISBURY. 


SS ee 
No, 149, 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

¢ Negeephla) Foreign Office, August 80, 1888, 4°10 rat. 

ETALIAN Government telegraph to their Ambassador here that Preach Ambas. 
sador at Constantinople wishes the Powers to interprot Article X of the Suez Canal 
Convention in the manner desired by Turkey and France, and that you have refused 
to accept this interprotation. They ask thnt you should bo instructed to porsist in this 
attitude, as the Convention can only bo signed in the torms in which it was settled by 
‘Turkey and France, and they know that this is opinion of other Powers 

Please roport what has passed. 
eiGaf Ore in Tees So Se Win 


No. 150. 
Count Robilont to the Marquis of Salivbury—(Received August 30.) 


station.) 
Ayton 20, Grameor Suare, Agu 38, 1888 
T HAVE received the following telegram from Signor Cris 
“The French Ambassador at Constantinople wishes the Powers to interpret 
Article X of the Suez Canal Convention in the manner desired by Turkey and France, 
and Sir W. White has refused to accept this interpretation. peas 
“The Suez Canal Convention can only be signed in the terms in which it was 
sottled by Turkey and France, and we know that this is the opinion of other Powers. 
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«Will you ask Lord Salisbury to instruct Sir W. White to persist in the attitude 
Ihe has adopted.” 
T have the honour to request your Lordship to put me in a position to give Signor 
Crispi an answer in conformity with the wish expressed by him. 
‘Thanking, &e. 
(Signed) ©. ROBILANT. 





No, 151. 
Sir W, White to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received August 31, 7°30 ¥.3t.) 


(No. 66,) 
{(Telegrspbis) Constantinople, August 81, 1888, 11°80 a.st. 

YOUR Londship’s telegram No, 102 of yesterday. 

Interpretation of Article X of Suez Canal Convention. 

Count de Montebello did certainly press mo to express an opinion on the sense 
of the above Article in accordance with the views of the Porte, of Russia, and of 
France, to ly replied that I did not fool myself called upon to do so, 
having no “qualifiable” for this purpose. 

His Excellency is of course most anxious to aceclerate the signature of the 
Convention, and says that this can only be done by England joining France and 
Russia in their interpretation of this Article, He feels that France and Russia are 
just commencing to lose # little ground by the impression produced on ‘Turkey that 
England and Italy are both of them supported st Constantinople by the two central 
Empires. ‘Yo undo this, while getting the Convention signed at the samo timo, would 
be 8 great triumph for France. It would irritate Prince Bismarck, and very soon 
bring us back to that policy of isolation in the East from which we have been 
slowly emerging through your Lordship's successful efforts to obtain for us co-operation 
of tho other Powers in the Mediterranean. 

It is not the first timo that tho French Armbassador has insidfously sought to 
entrap me into tho appearance of espousing French interests and making common 
cause with that Power, a result which even in minor matters would bo sure greatly 
to affect the Sultan. 

‘The Turkish additional paragraph to Article X was never discussed by me in any 
way, nor was it intended by us to imply any definition of Ottoman territorial posses 
sions: quite the contrary ; it left such questions pretty much where thoy were; were 
we to enter now into declarations of what wos meant by it, we would bring on other 
gations uch as Zoyla, and might won find oumelven Iaumched into considerable 

ficulties, and have Germany and Italy against us. 

It is quite possible that by reticence now we may momentarily disoblige France 
or delay signature of Convention, but these events will, I daresay, appear to your 
Lonlship less than would be sure to follow our being found in Constantinople in 
hostility to Italy, and on the same side as Franco and Russia, 

‘That is why I venture to hope that your Lordship will not disapprove of my 
extrem reserve with regard to Count de Montebello. 

‘This course is imposed on me by a thorough appreciation of the situation here. 
M. do Nélitoff tells mo he has been iastructed to tel the Grand Visier unofically 
that they might keep the question of Massowah and of their territorial possesions in 
that region distinet from the one of signing the Convention. I think such lanj 
might be usefully employed hy ourselves, but I daresay the French would like to 
commit us much further, 


No, 152, 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury o Sir W. White. 
103.) 
acer hic.) Foreign Offce, September 8, 1888, 4°15 v.x. 
Yo 


UK tel No. 66, 
Your attitude approved. 


(43) 
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No, 152. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 
(No. 270. Ext. 108.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, September 3, 1888. 

I HAVE received your Excellency’s telegram No. 66 of the 31st ultimo, 
informing me of what had passed between the French Ambassador and yourself with 
regard to the interpretation of Article X of the draft Suez Canal Convention ; and T 
have to state that the attitude adopted by your Excellency, as described in your 
telegram, is approved by Her Majesty's Goverament, 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No. 154. 


Count Robilant to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received September 5.) 


20, Groseendr Syware, September 2, 1888. 

THE Austro-Hungarian Ohargé d’Affaires at Rome has communicated to the 
King’s Government a proposal made by the Netherlands Government. respecting 
Article TX of the Suez Convention, to the effect that, by an Additional Article or 
otherwise, it should be stipulated that the measures taken by the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, in concert with the Ottoman Government, or by the latter in agreement with 
the Signatory Powers of the Declaration of London of the 17th March, 1885, should 
he notified to all the Powors who signed the Convention. 

In informing me of the above, his Excellency Signor Crispi informs mo that the 
King’s Government does not think that any such notification to the secondary Powers 
would havo any prictical effect, while the changes or additions which such now clause 
would neceesitate would be contrary to the spirit of the Convention, which cones on 
the Powers which signed the Declaration of London special prerogatives above the 
other Powors. Moreuver, Article IX could not be changed’ without altering. the 
following, which completes the provisions for the protection of the Canal. This would 
give occasion for altering the latter part of the Article in quostion in the sense af the 
interpretation which France has sought to put upon it, and which the English Repre- 
ventative at Constantinople bax refused to admit, 

For thon reasons, Signor Crispi is of opinion that nothing should be changed, 
that nothing should be altered in this intent, and that the Netherlands proporal should 
not therefore be accepted. He trusts that such may alto be the opinion of the 
Queen's Government, as indeed it may be thought it will be from the reply given by 
sit William White to Count di Montebello, I should be obliged if your Excellency 
would inform mo whether T may confirm the King’s Minister ix his supposition ax to 
what your Exoellency’s opinion will be. 

ith anticipated thanks for any answer your Excellency may vouchsafo to me, I 
have, & 
(Signed) ©. ROBLLANT, 


No. 155, 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White, 
& (0. 10te), 
‘Tetegraphie,) Foreign Office, September 7, 1888, 3°40 v.xt, 
MY telegram No. 102 of 30th August. 
What do you understand to be interpretation referred to in Signor Crispi’s 
telegrim of 28th August ax being that which France and Turkey desire to put on 
Article X of Suex Canal Convention, 


No. 156. 
Sir W. White to the Maryuis of Salisbury —(Received September 8.) 
PILE Porte continnes still hesitating as to the course to adopt with regard to the 
signature of the Suez Canal Convention, an arrangement which was never to the 
tante of the Grand Vizier, and which His Highness only secepted under pressure, 
T am still of opinion that it will be ultimately signed in the form accepted by all 
the Powers, if one ean only succeed in avoiding an irritating discussion on the senso 
to be attributed to the modifications introduced in Article X, which will be sure to 
ich us into interminable difficulties. a 
"ean the honour to explain by graph my atu on thi question, which 1 
opy to seo has mot with your Lordship's approval. 3 
am beeyse in tho meantime ‘dn several occasions instruoted Sir A. Sandison to press 
the Porte to bring the signature of that Convention to a conclusion, and shall continue 
te to wo, supporting the French Ambassador on this point; but T have not taken any 
collective step with his Excellency, a5 reported in some newspapers, 
T hear that the Government of the Low Countries has proposed some amendment 
of the nature of which I am not thoroughly informed, but, if true, this fact would, T 
fonr, serve as an exeuse for fresh delay. ee 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


No, 167. 
Sie W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received September 8, 3°50 v.3t,) 


Ege Constantinople, September 8, 1888, 11°25 A.ate 
TOUR telegram No. 104 of yesterday. 
The otieinal Mion at the Porbs, counteranced by the French Ambusador, appears 
to have consisted in eliciting a declamntion from Signatory Powers, but pri pally 
to have feclves, that the text of Article X of the Convention by no rmcans implies a 
trom elation by Turkey of her different possoxsions in the region of the Red Sen, ax 
Ruurted by. Signor Crispi. This, T fear, would mean not only Massowah, but also 
Feria, should we desire to continuo there and Turkey wish to dispute our right to 
os i instond of it, itis the Porte 
hin i een, I believe, definitely given up, and instead of 
whlch noes 0 ‘ako ‘a declaration in that sense to be inserted a Pro- 
tocol simultaneously with the signature of the Convention. os a 
‘Tho Italian Ambassador is hanily likely to necept this proposal, and T also dou! 
wi the Representatives of Germany and Austrin would be authorized to sign a 
[word omitted] expressing a censure on Signor Crispi. 


EE 
No. 188. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received by telegraph, September 8.) 


Pare ee ia, September 8, 1888. 
My Land, ‘Therapia, September 


; ‘ 
VE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s telegram of 
the TAN in which your Lordchip requested an explanation of the interpretation 
the 7th inv muments of France and Turkey desired to place on Article X of fhe 
8 Convention. te 
Sucr Canal cuctore te honour to submit that the original idea of the Sublime Port, 
hich apparently received the support of Count, Montebello, consisted in obtaining 
Fecha the Siguatory Powers, Dut principally from Her Majesty's Government, & 
tool Stion that Article X. of the Convention would not imply a renunciation by 
see At her, posessions in the Red Sea, which was the substance of the assertion 
made by the Italian Prime Minister. 





ssowah would of course be included in these, and indeed Zeyla, and, in the 
ould we desire to remain in possession, Turkey would no doubt dispute 
the proposal to try to obtain this declaration has, T beliove, been now definitely 
shed, and in its place it would seem that the Sublime Porte themselves are 
of making # declaration in a similar sense, and it is sugzested that it should 

nerta in a Protocol attache to the Convention. = 
‘There is little likelihood of the Italian Ambassador accepting proposal of this 
nature, nor do T imagine that a sugzestion such as this one, which implies: eonsore oe 
the Italian Prime Minister, would be likely to obtain the support of the German or 

Austrian Governments. 
Thave, &c. 


(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 





No. 159. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir WW. White, 
No. 106.) : ie 
(Tolegraphie,) Foreign Office, September 12, 1888, 4-45 v.x, 
YOUR telegram No. 69. 
We are not propared to accept any additions to the Suez Canal Convention, but 
will only sign it us if was presented to the Porte, 


-. KKK ii 


No. 1060. 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sie W. White, 


(No. 2774. Bxt, 106.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, September 12, 1888. 

I HAVE received your Bxcellency's tologram No. 09 of the Sth instant. relative 
to the viows of the Porto with reganl to the interprotation of Article X of the Sues 
Canal Convention, in which you state that tho Turkish Government now desive 
to havo a deolarntion as to the sense of that Article inserted in a Protocol 
simultaneously with tho signature of the Convention, 

T have to-day informed your Excellency by telegraph that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment are not prepared to accept any additions to the Convention, and that they cau 
only agree to vign it in the form in which it was prosonted to the Porte, 

Tam, &o, 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


ee 


No, 161. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White, 
(No, 278.) 


Sir, Foreign Office, September 12, 1888, 

T HAVE reecived and laid before tho Queen your Excellency’s telegram No, 66 
of the 31st ultimo, reporting your views and attitae in regard to the difliculty wl 
hhas arisen respecting the interpretation of Article X of the Suce Canal Convention 

Her Majesty's Government approve the attitude of reserve which you have 
maintained, and concur generally in your views as expressed in your above-tentiona 

legrarm. 
deen rtf of opinion that the Convention should he signed in the terms which have 
settled. 

As the Porte hare already protested against the construction which the Italian 
Government have put upon the addition to Article X, they would not, by signing the 
Convention, be expressing any opinion with respect to the Italian interpretation, 

Tam, &e. 


(Signed) SALISBURY, 


OO 
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No. 162, 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Robilant. 


M. Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, September 12, 1888, 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excelleney’s note of the 
2nd instant, stating that your Government are not disposed to accede to the wish 
expressed hy the Netherlands Government, that Articles [X and X of the Suez Canal 
Convention should be so altered as to include Holland and Spain in the number of the 
Powers to be informed of any steps taken by the Sultan or the Khedive under the 
provisions of those Articles, and inquiring what view Her Majesty's Government take 
of this proposal 

Ta reply, T havo. the. hononr to acquaint your Excellency that, in answer to a 
communication on the subject, made by the Netherlands Minister in’ this country at 
the beginning of last month, he was informed that, in the opinion of Her Majesty's 
Government, it was too late to attempt any alteration in the wording of the Convention, 
but that if his Government thought it desimblo to propose a subsequent exchange of 
notes in order to procure the inclusion of the Netherlands among the Powers to be 
informed of the steps taken for the we of the Canal, it would be better that they 
should addross themselves, in tho first instance, to the French Government, who, by 
‘common consent, have taken the initiative in these negotiations. 

Ladded that if Franco and the other Signatory Powers were disposed to accede to 
the proposal for an exchange of notes, Her Majesty’s Government would be rendy to 


agree to it also, 
Thave, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No. 163, 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Robilant. 


M. 'Ambaade Foreign Office, September 12, 1888, 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excelloney'x note of the 
25th ultimo respecting the difficulty which has arisen in regani to tho intorpretation 
of the concluding paragraph of Article X of the Sucz Canal Convention, and I hive 
the honour to state that Her Majesty's Government concur with your Government in 
thinking that the Convention should bo sigued in the terms already settled. Hor 


‘Majesty's Ambassador at Constantinople has beon instructed to this effect. 
Thave, &e, 
(Signed) SALISBURY, 





No, 104. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 
(No. 279.) 
ir, Foreign Office, September 18, 1888. 

T HAVE weeived your Excellenoy’s despatch No. 839 of the 4th instant, reporting 
the steps which you hare taken to induce the Porte to proceed with the signature of 
‘the Sues Canal Convention. 

iF action in this matter is approved by Her Majesty's Government. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 





No, 165. 
Mr. J. G. Keanedy to the Marquis of Salishury.—{Received September 18.) 
co 237.) 
ly Lord, Rome, September 15, 1888, 
I HAVE the honour to inclose, in translation, by Mr. Corbett, an interesting and 
evidently inspired article published in yesterday's * Ritorma,” on the subject of the 
hesitation of the Sultan to sign the Suez Canal Convention. 


Las] 





‘The article concludes by stating that the signature of the Convention is n matter 
of indifference to both Great Britain and Italy. 
Lhave, &. 
(Signed) . G. KENNEDY. 


Tnclosure in No. 165. 
Full Swamary © the leading Article from La Riforma" of September 14, 1888. 


TT is everywhere stated that the Porte intends again to modify the Sues Canal 
Convention, of. at least, to add an additional Article confuting the interpretation 
placed upon it by the Italian Government in regard to the Ottoman possessions in the 

cil Sea, 

‘We do not know what foundation there may be for this report, but we know that 
a statement, similar to that now desired by the Porte, was discussed during the nego- 
tiations, but was not aceepted cither by England or Italy, precisely because it might 
havo interfered with proceedings deemed necessary by those two Powers in the Rel 
Bea, after ee an Porte to intervene. Cs : " 

‘The two Powers will not be more disposed now than reviously to accept the ed 
erect of the Conrenon sod, ax in ete of is bare, the consent 
Of all the Powers intereated—and not of the majority only—Is required, we may take 
it for granted that tho Porte will fail to secure its object. 

Will the Porte, notwithstanding this failure, refuse to sign tho Convention * 
Anticipating such  fofasal, the French papers accuse Signor Crispi of want of judg~ 
meat {a too'precipitately making use of an argument, which he should have kopt in 
Teservo until the Convintion was signed, and they pretend that England is by no 
mocann gratoful to the Italian Government for their action. 

Thut these observations are entirely devold of foundation, sineo tho incidents of the 
negotiations, when the very desire which the Porte now brings up again was refused, 
owo their true and obvious siguifleance to tho article quoted by Signor Crispi. In tho 
ccond placo, if the Porto goos back on her formor consent, and, jmpelled by other 
interonts, decides not to sign tho Convention, it would not be Fngland, but solely 
Franco, that would have cause to complain. ‘this would be a singular completion of 
the vietory which, according to. the French papers, Frenob diplomacy has gnined in 
raising the question of Massowah. 

‘nyone must perceive this who has not completely forgotten the origin of the 
Convention, and what Power is must interested therein, which, after Turkey, is 
precisely France. 

Tiveryone, knows, in fact, that the Convention is @ sort of equivalent which 
rane las obéained from England in return for her withdrawal from the New 
Hobrides. 

But the New Hebrides have been evacuated, and England has obtained the with- 
drawal of the French troops before the signature of the Suez Canal Convention. It 
would bo the height of irony If the latter were to come to grief in consequence of the 
incident raised by France at Maxsowah, 

‘Aa for Englind, she can remain as indifferent to the whole matter ns sho was to 
the failure of the Convention proposed by Sir. 11, D. Wolff, whiok had been considered 
by the Cahinet of St. James 98 8 guarantee to the Porto of the loyalty of their inton- 
ions with regand to Egypt, 

‘Tho Sultan, under evil advice, was not sativficd with thi gaarantoe. What was 
tho result? ‘That Bngland has contiaued and will continue to occupy Egypt, without 
ther hindmasice thin her promise to withdraw when the conditions of the country 
permit. 

Pee Thus the only matter of Importance to England was that, together with the 
Liberty of the Canal, she should bo assumed of her route to India. ‘To compensate 
France for the abandonment of the New Hebrides, she consented in the present Con- 
vention to lay down that, while at liberty to inake use thereof for this purpose, she 
ould not do-so to the detriment of other Powers. If the Convention falls through in 
consequonee of th Freuch action at Massowah, what happens ? ‘That England will bo 
Sone ot ere of tho Casa, and wil beable to dispose of it as ae chooses in 
concert with those Powers who are in xsconl with her policy in the Red Sea and thows 
Powers miler with the Porte who, like France, think their interests injured by tho 
English supromacy in Egypt. nnd over that great international waterway to whicl 


French money and science so. largely contributed, and which French dip 
‘caused France to lose. 

But this policy would be comprehensible if Turkey or France and their allies, if 
they have any, were disposed to go to war for Egypt and the Canal against England. 
Bui as this is not so, we cannot see the cleverness of a policy which evidently redounds 
to the injury of those who pursue it. 

Whether, therefore, the Porte signs this famous Convention or not, England or 
Italy may remain completely indifferent. 





No. 166. 
Sir W, White ta the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received September 22.) 


(No. 361, Confidential.) 
My Lond, ‘Therapio, September 18, 1888. 

TN iny despatch No, 292, Confidential, of tho Ist August, T hnd tho honour to 
report fo your Lordship a conversation T lad with Said Pasha concerning the wishes 
Erhertained by Wis Tusperial Majesty the Sultan to reopen tho Egyptian question, by 
conveying his own viows about it to I osty’s Government, 

Thad not heard anything abont this sinco until last night Sir Alfred Sandison 
roported to mo & conversation with the Gmnd Viner, ina Memorandum of which I 
have the honour to inclose a copy. 

Tis Highness had invited me to come over to Stamboul from ‘Therapin, and hai 
sent mo a telogram to that effect, of which & copy is also inclosed, but 1 dit not fect 
ble to comply with this request, and sent Sir Alfred Sandison, 

‘Mis subject had been treated hitherto porsonally by His Majesty tho Sultan with 
ma, and my convorsation with Satd Pasha had boen the only exception, anid was by 
Tmporial command, T was thersforo much struck in this instance with the appearance 
of an attempt to givo this matter an entirely new departure, vizy 40 try to reopen, the 
negotintions about Egypt with me here, ‘and to do so at the moment when the Sues 
Canal Convention was about to bo siguodl by the Powers, as if there was any connec 
tion between that particular question of the Canal and the date of our evacuation of 
Egypt. 

‘BIT, cbviate any auch erroneous conclusion, I have nddrossed « letter to the Grand 
Visier, of which 1 havo the honour to incloso a copy (Inclosure No. 8), and which 
Ttrust can no longer leave any doubt os to our views which T have just sent 
Highness through Sir A, Sandison, and Thopo this step on my part will moot with 
‘your Loniship’s approbation, 

Thavo, &e, 
(Signet!) W. A. WAIDR, 


a 
Tnclosure 1 in No. 166. 


Memorandum by Sit A, Saniison. 
(Confidential.) 

T HAVE the honour to report that I waited on the Grand Vitier this afternoon, 
and conveyed to his Highnoss your Exeellency’s excuses for not being able to go to 
seo him yourself. 

‘His Highnoss dexired me to tell your Excellency that the Sultan, being under the 
improsion that you havo authority to deal with the Egyptinn question, wished him to 
‘open negotiations with you,:now that the Suez Canal Convention was to be signed in 
pursuance of au Iniperlal Lmdé, which was expected at the Porte to-day. 

‘The (rand Vieior then sad that as T had been prevent at the private audiones, he 
would aak me to tell him how the matter stood. I thereupon explained to hix Highs 
Jiaus what took place and what was said on the occasion, namely, that if Mis Imperial 
Majesty would put down in weiting his views on the Heyptian question, they might 
they be communicated to Her Majesty's Government through the Lurkiah ‘Ambassador 
in London or through your Bxcelleney, nt that on further consideration it was 
thought better, from wat I understood from Said Pasha some time ago, that his 
Excellency should recommend to the Sultan the former course. 

(Signed) A. SANDISON. 


‘Therapio, September 17, 1888. 


_— 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 160, 
The Grand Vizier to Sir W. White. 


(Télégraphique,) Constantinople 88 

a mstantinople, le 17 Septembre, 1888, 
DRSIRAN voir vote Exeellence je Ia prie de voulbir’ bien venir aujount hui 
Jn Sublime Porte ot en eas empichement m'envoyer Sir Sandison, 


Tnelosure 8 in No. 106. 
Sir W. White to Kiamil Pasha. 


Highne s, 8 
igh Therapia, September 18, 18S8. 

SIR'ALFRED SANDISON, whom Lhnd sent to your Highness by your desire, 
not boing able fo attend at the Sublime Korte myself, reported last night his couver- 

As the sole intorpreter on the occasion, Sir A. Sandison was able to explain to 
Jom Highuow what wore the wishes expressed lo me confidentially concerning Egypt 

1¥ His "Imperial Majesty the Sultan two montha ago, and repeated since on the 
Slot uly by his Bxcelleney Said Pasha, 

Certain wishes of your august Imperial Sovereign with regurd to Egypt wore to 
bo put In writing and. convayed to Her Majesty's ‘Government, either Grough his 
Excelloncy Rustor Pasha or through myself. 

Thom was no question of a reopening of negotiations on that occasion, nor have 1 
over had, nor have T now, authority to do anything of the kind. Indeed, I havo 
twpeatesly expres’ to your Highness as my opinion, that the last ones having broken 
down at Constantinople in the way they did, nothing’ of tho Kind should be aétempted 
ugain hore. 

Sir Alfred Sandison mentioned to mo that your Tighness told him that you 
expected yestenlay to mooive the Imperial Imdé, in which caso the signature of ‘the 
Sux Canal Convention would immediately be proceeded with, a piece of information 
which gavo mo pleasure, ond will be gratifying to Hor Majesty's Government. 

If, however, your Highness hax been told from any quarter that there is somo 
cannection between the conclusion of that Convention and the other Egyptian 
questions about which his Excellency Sir H. D. Wolff had boon sent to nogotiate, and 
which have unfortunately fallen through, not through any fault of ours, and that the 
agrocmont on this distinct question ought to lead to treating of the others, then I may 
see that thar zo connection whatever between them in the view of Her 

lajesty's Goverumont, and espe! i cliove any sugges 
pinietes Doreen 1 respectfully your Highness to disbelieve any sugge 
__ Lavail, te. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 
eee 


No, 167. 
Sir W White to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received October 8.) 


(Ro.88H, Boor, 
y Lord, Therapia, October 2, 1888, 
TIEAVE tho honour o forward. 0 your Towdillp the otoespeaying copy of © 
very confidential. pro-memorid concerning the extent of the Sultan’s actual African 
glafine of soverignty presented on the 15th ultimo by Baron Blane to the Sublime 
rurte, 

‘This document needs no comment on my part, but has certainly tended to increase 
‘he hesitation of the Porte in continuing a Soacresny on the eabject of Massowah, or 
‘Of the interprotation to be given to Article X of the Suez Canal Convention. 

_ Lhave, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE, 


Inclosure in No. 167. 


Aide-mémoire. 
(Confidentiel.) 

LAMBASSADE d'Italic est informée quo le Conseil des Ministres a soumis & Sa 
Majesté Impériale lo Sultan lo projet d’un Protocole annexé & la Convention pour le 
libre usage du Canal de Suez, dans loquel les Puissances prendraieat acte d'une 
Aéclaration de la Porte réservant les droits du Gouvernement Impérial sur ses 

ons situées sur Ia ebte occidentale de la Mer Rouge. 

Tlest a remarquer que I'Italie, ainsi que l'Angleterre, a plusieurs fois formellement 
invité Je Gouvernement Ottoman A exercer sa souveraineté sur les points du littoral 
‘Africain devenus par son abandon de fait Yobjet de graves difficultés entre d'autres 
Paissances. 

Les refus répétés que ces invitations ont neous de In part de Ia Porte forment un 
contraste notable avec les progris faits dans {Afrique Rquatoriale par 1'Islam, qui, 
Wapris lex témoignages les plus impartiaux, y amine i un degré plus élevé do 
civilisation des races jusqu'ici restées primitives 

Lisction de Italic sur les cbtes do In Mer Rouge, comme celle de I'Angletorre 
dans Ia vallée du Nil, n'auraient point été nécessaire si |'Empire Ottoman se fit déoidé 
A protéger lui-méme par les occupations militaires qui lui ont été conseillées, et pur 
lex Conventions Diplomatiquns qui tai ont 6 offers os intérts de populations tant 
Musulmanes que Cliritiennes, dont Vautonomie n'a. pas de plas sire garantie que x 
haute souverameté, contre des entreprises diplomatiques et militaires fondées sur In 
protection de spéculations financitres ct de propagandes ocolisinstiques ct tendant h 
Gtablir dans toute l'Afrique Soytontsiouale ls pr’pondérance d'une seule Puissance, 

Viltalic qui, selon sex traditions historiques, continue 4 affirmer le principe 
conforme aux intéréts de T'islom, de Pautonorie des populations tant Mussulmanes 
quo Chrétiennes et de la non-intervention dans des compétitions religieusos, verrait 
vce satisfaction I'Empire Ottoman revendiqui 0g droits en Afrique. 

Elle en o donné In preavo dans les négociations de Yannée dernitro relatives 
A VRgypte; ct elle serait prite 4 on donner uno pmuve nouvelle en consentant A la 
signature du Protocole dont il s’agit, sous Ia condition unique, mais absoluc, que Is 
Parte specie avec précision dans ce document les localités di littoral de ln Met Rouge 
et de In Méditerranée, wn omottre celles situées A Youest de Is 'Tripolitaine sur 
Teaquelles elle entend faire valoir sox droits de souveralneté, 

Ambassade d'Italie, Thérapia, le 1s Septembre, 1888. 


No. 168, 
Sehor Maro to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received October 16.) 


LE Ministre des PaysBas A Madrid donno copie au Ministre des Affaires 
Bisangios de a Majo fo Rot d'Eapagoe dan, Ménorandan, adressé au Gouverne- 
ment Francais par lo Reprisentant do la Hollands & Paris relatif & une proposition du 
Gouvernement Néerlandais sur l'interprétation dos Articles IX et X du Projet de 
Convention relatif au Canal de Sues, 

D’aprés une communication du dit Représentant, il en résulte que le Gouverne. 
ment Francais ne trouve pas d'inconvénient adopter ta proposition énoneée, ot qu'il 

fis que Ambassadeur do France pres de la Sublime Porte Ia présenterait ot 
Fappuieesit 3 la Conférence des Ambassadonrs. L'idGe du Gouvernement Nécrlandais 
1 6 aussi acceptée par le Gouvernement de Sa Majesté Britannique, 


Mémorandum rféré. 

‘Le Gouvernement des Pays-Ras exprime le désir que, pour assurer lo libre 

‘du Canal de Suez, on puisse additionner an Traité un Article Additionnel, ou qu’on 
stipule d'une autre fagon que, une fois dnceond les Grandes Puissances Signataires do 
a Déclaration du 17 Mars, 1885, avec In Sublime Porte pour décider d'un commun 
accord es mesure qui doivent re adpties pour sépondre A Tappel du Gouvernement 
fen (Article 1), connaissance soit donnée & toutes les Puissances Signataires du 


‘Traité des mesures que doivent prendre séparément ln Sublime Porte et le Gouverne- 


ment fen. 
oe d'Eapagne, le 9 Octobre, 1888. 


[543) 
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No. 169. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received October 22.) 


(No. 397. Confidential.) 
My Lord, Therapie, October 11, 1888. 

DURING my interview with the Grand Vizier on the 9th instant, I took that 

opportunity to remind his Highness of the still pending question of the signature of 
the Sues Canal Convention, upon which he observed the Sultan required all his 
Ministers to be unanimous in recommending His Imperial Majesty what course should 
be adopted with regard to this Convention; bnt that several members of the Council 
persisted in the opinion that it would be dangerous to sign the Convention without 
Some resorvation as to the Ottoman African possessions, and that on this account he 
could give me no information as to what might be ultimately decided upon, 

Thave since heard that the two Ministers, who constitute the minority on this 
westion, have, within the last few days, received some special attention ‘from the 
tan, which would lead one to believe that they represent His Majesty's personal 

opinion in this matter; and I have no means of ascertaining whether this view 
happens to be a correct one; but if it is, it is not likely that the Convention will be 
signed, and this must be likewise the opinion of the French Ambassador, becatise his 
Excellency has announced his intention of going on leave next week, 
I have, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


a 


No. 170, 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Receiveit October 22.) 


(No. 399. Confidential.) 

My Loni, Therapia, October 11, 1888. 
ON ‘tho occasion of my recent interviow with tho Grand Vizier on the Oth instant, 

his Highness intimated to mo that, by the Sultan's orders, he was about to draft some 

repost for transmission to Har Majesty's Govarnment on the wubject of our position 
‘oh 


‘un Beypts but ho added that he wax somewhat puzzled how to draft thexe proposals 
should the Suex Canal Convention not be signed. 

Whilst urging his Highness to get the Convention signed in the form adopted by 
all the Powers without note or comment, I could not allow h m to connect its signature 
with any proposals the Sultan wished to make to Her Majesty's Government, and 1 
repeated what T stated in my private letter to him of the 18th September, copy of 
whieh accompanied my despatch No, 861 of the 18th September, and the contents 
of which your Lordship was pleased to approvo in your despatch No, 292 of the 
27th Soptomber, and T beliove that X made myself perfotly understood on this point. 

Lhiave, se, 
(Signed) W. A. WHITB. 


a RE STL 


No. 171, 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisiury—(Received October 22.) 


(Xo. 400. Confidential 
ly Lord, Therapia, October 11, 1888, 

WITH reference to my dexpatah of this day No. 309, immediately preceding, 1 
havo the honour to report that I called on Count Montebello yestenlay to relate to 
him the steps E had taken once more with the Grund Vizier to induce the Porte to 
sign the Suet Canal Convention exactly as it was presented to the Porte without any 
aulditions, and to toll his Exvelloney tha reply I rvceived from the Grand Vieier, 

With view to avoid any misroprowantation, T considered it necessary to tell my 
Fronch colleague that, having found again his Highness Isbourine under some mis. 
‘voneeption as to a supposed connection between the Suez Canal Convention and the 
general question of Egypt, I felt it my duty to correct his Highness again, as T had 
Previously done on this point. 

TL have, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 
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No. 172, 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 26, 5 v.at.) 


(No. 77.) A rf . 
‘Telegraphic. Constantinople, October 25, 1888, 2°16 vas, 
(TORT iatormed tat an Tmperis! Tradé has been issued authorizing the signatne 
of the Saez Canal Convention, without reservation, in the form agreed to by us. 

If this is the case, and Count de Montebello assares me it is, it will probably 
be signed next Monday. 


No. 178. 


Sit W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received by teleyraph, October 25,) 


yiet, oe Terapia, Otoer 25,1888 


the honour to inform your Londship that information hs reached me 

that reatae Tradé has beon issued, giving authority for the signatury without any 
reseryation, in the form to which we agroed, of the Suez Canal Convention, . 

‘The French Ambassador has corroborated this information, and assures me that it 
is correct in a private letter, copy of which is inclosed herewith, 

Tt will, therefore, probably be signed on Monday next, s 

Thad the honour to forward the substance of the above to your Lontship by 
Sea oar, T have, &e, 


(Signed) W. A. WHLLTE. 


Inclosure in No. 173, 
M. de Montebello to Sir W, White. 


Mon eher Colldgue, Ambassade de France, Thérapia, le 2 Octobre, 1898. 
PERSUADE du plaisir quo vous eausers cette ‘nouvelle, jo m’emprosie de vous 
anmoncer que le Sultan, prenant on considération Ia démarche Pramas que jini faite 
aupr’s de lui avant-hier, vient de sanctionner un Mazbata du Conseil der Ministres 
Ahior on faveur de la signatury pure t simple de 1a Convention. 8a Majestd vient do 
mon faire donner directement Vavis par une communication derite de son Premier 
sets ean oa sos cio es adiad guiquel ont bout noe eommann 
‘efforts, ot je ne doate pas que nous ne réussissions ensemble A en finir promptomont 
sree deenivesformalit del sgnatare. i: 
je Yor 4¢ de croire, mon cher col ic,  Vexpression, &c, 
SRS igus), DE MONTEBELLO. 


No. 174. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 


Foreign Office, October 26, 1888. 
1 HAVE received your Bxeelleney’s despatch No, 3, ‘Confidential, of tho 
Lith instant, informing mio of tho interview you had had with the Grand Vizier, when 
his Highness alluded to certain proposals, which he had received the Sultan's orders to 
draw ups respecting the position of this country to Keypt: ani 1 have to state that the 
language which you held to his Highness on the subject is approved by Her Majesty's 

Government. 
Lam, &e. 
(Signed) " SALISBURY. 








Sir WY, White to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Receieed October 20, 5°80 rx.) 


(No. 78 4.) 
(Telegraphic) Constantinople, October 20, 1888, 4°80 rae 

‘NITE Suez Canal Convention has just been signed’ at tho Porte by the Repre- 
sentatives of nine Powers. 





No. 176. 
Sir H, Rumbold to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received November 6.) 


(No, 125, Confidential) 
My Lond, Hague, November 3, 1888, 

M. HARTSEN spoke to me yesterday of the siguatiie of the Sues Canal 
Convention. He oxpressed somo disappointment that the Article which Spain and 
tho Netherlands had desired to seo added to that insteament, with tho eject of 
including those countries inthe number of the Powers to be informed of any steps 
taken by tho Sultan or the Khodive under the provisions of Artiolor IX nnd X, should 
not have been adopted, It might well happen that this country would have an 
Interost in being thus directly informed. 

M, Hartson then gave ime, in somo detail, an ncoount of what ind passed with 
rospeet to this Article. Having, at your Lordship’s suggestion, nddroaed” himself to 
Franco on the subjoot, ho had recoivid an nestiranes frota M. Goblet that the adaption 
of tho Artiolo would bo supported by the Preach Ambanador nt Constantinople. To 
Innd, ot the same time, nscertained that 0 objection would be offered to the’ proposal 
cithor at Berlin, St. Botersburgh, or Vionna, and ax Mor Majesty's Goverament, had 
alto expressed theis readiness to agree to it if It should prove acceptable to the other 
Signatory Powers, hie inquiries bad boon favourably nnswere? everywhere excepting at 
Rome, the silence of the Ttalinn Government being no doubt occasioned by the 
complications arising out of the Massowal ineilent. 


Groat, therefore, had boon his disappointment when he had received on Monday, 
Ee y 


the 20th ultimo,a telegram from M.de Stuere nt Paris nnnouncing that Mf. Goblet bad 
withdrawn from hin promise to support the adoption of the Article in question, which, 
it had beon arranged, was to bo brought forward after the signature of the Convention 
itsolf. » Ho had sinoo had « telegram from the Notherlands Chargé d’Affalres at Con- 
stantinople stating that he had found it impossible to urgo the noceptance of the 
Article. 

M. Hartsen was then good onough to mud me some oxtrets from a Report 
the had just received from M, do Stuers giving an account of an interviow the Dutch 
Envoy ‘had had with M, Goblet on the subject. It appeared that M, Goblet had 
shown some impatience at M. de Stuers returning to the charge on this question, and 
had said that tho diffioultios of getting the Convention finally signed by the Porte had 
boon so great that it hnd been found quite imp to imperil it by the proposal of 
any additions. It also appeared that Sir William White had warned the Dutch 
Representative at Constantinople that it was a work of great difficulty to get the 
Convention through, and that everything that could complicate matters must be 
avoided. 

‘M. Hartsen is evidently sore at M. Goblet's conduct in this affair. 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD. 


No. 177. 
Sir H. Rumbold to the Marguie of Selishury-—(Received November 10.) 
(0.180. Confidential 
ly Lont,, - ‘The Hague, November 7, 1888. 
M. HARTSEN again made some allusion to-day to the signature of the Sucs 


Canal Convention, respecting which I gathered that he had received 2 communication 
from tho Turkish Minister here, Prince Karadja Pasha. 
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‘The haste with which the affair had been finally concladed, observed his 
Excellency, was quite remarkable. On hearing from Paris that M. Goblet had with- 
drawn from his promise to support the Supplementary Article proposed by the Dutch 
Government, he (AL. Hartsen) hiad telegraphed to the Dutch Chargé d’Affaires to bring 
it forwand, the reply to his message being that it was too late. In fact, added his 
Excellency, he inferred from what Prince Karadja had allowed to drop that great 

messure had at the last been brought to bear on the Porte from Berlin, or, as it might 
Fe still more correctiy put, great pressure hd boen directed from St. Petersburgh and 
Paris vi Berlin. 

On the whole, his Excellency finally observed, the whole matter seemed to be of 
no great practical importance 40 long as England maintained her reserves, based on 
her occupation of Hgypt. Ie di not suppose headed in a tone of quas-interroga 
tion, that the British occupation was likely to terminate very soon. 

T roplied that earlaialy tho pesca sata of ataim tn Laypé did not appear to mo 
to warrant our withdrawal from that country. I believed that, although by no means 
desirous to occupy Egypt permauently, we were fully resolved not to leave the task 
we had set ourselves there unfulfilled. 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD, 


No. 178. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White, 


(ree ; . 
Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, November 12, 1888, 5°15 vate 

TWAS asked whothor I had any objection to th ratification of tb Suce Conven- 
tion taking place upon a single copy of the instrument, I said the mattor was in our 
view quite indifferent. Now the Italians and the Germans press that if that course is 
taken tho copy on which tho ratification ix mado shall be identic with the one to which 
tho original signatures have been alfixed, 

1 seo no objection to this requirement, but fail to understand why the matter 

has excited so, much interest, 


No. 179. 


‘The Marquis of Satisbury to Sir H. Rumbola. 
(No. 63.) 
Sir, Forrign Office, November 18, 1888, 
I APPROVE the language held by you in conversation’ with M. Hartson on 
the subject of the Suez Canal Convention, as reported in your despatch No. 129, 
Confidential, of the 7th instant. 
Tam, &e. 


(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No, 180. 
Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received November 15.) 


(No. 449. Confidential.) 
My Loni, Constantinople, November 8, 1898, 

WITH the conclusion of the protracted negotiations which led to the signature on 
the 20th ultimo of the Suez Convention, it may interest your Lordship to cast a 
glance at the French version of the way ia which Count Montebello has brought these 
to a successful issue through his own personal intervention with the Sultan. 

‘The article in which this French account appeared was printed at Vienna, and 
though it is inaccurate in some trifling particulars, it bears upon it undeniable proof of 
its origin from the French Embassy here, even to its allusion to the substance of a 
private letter addressed to me by Count Montebello on the 24th ultimo, a copy of 
which Thad the honour to inclose to your Lordship in my despatch No, 418 of the 
25th ultimo. i 

1 ie alo wort observing thatthe article in question, of which Ihave the Honour 

[548] 








to inclose « copy, appeared at Vienna, in the “ Correspondance de "Est," on the 30th 
October, whilst the Convention was only signed at Constantinople on the previous 
day. 

Your Lordship will not fuil to observe that the “Correspandance de I'Est" is a 
Russian organ, edited by a suspicious character named Nevlinski, and acquired a very 
doubtful notoriety lately by its insertion of a letter intended to create suspicions in 
the Sultan's mind against Italy and her allies. 

I have, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


Taclosure in No. 180, 
Estraet from the “ Correspondance de UEst” of October 30, 1888, 


ON nous derit de source diplomatiques— 
* Constantinople, le 27 Octobre. 

“TLy a bient6t huit mois que les négociations ont commencé entre Ia Sublime 

ot 'Ambassade de France au wujet d'une Convention destinge & assurer In 

Te Cabinet de Londres commenga par élaborer la Con- 

do Paris, of plus tard il consentit, par déférence pour le Goayerne- 

e quo I'Ambassadeur de France fut seal changé de conduire les négo- 

ciations aveo lo Grand Viair, M. de Montebello fut chargé do cote mission déticate, 

ot co nest pas un mince mérito pour Iui de Vavoir conduito & bonne fin, malgré les 

obstacles que lui ont suscités certaines intrigues locales, et, co qui était bien pis, les 
manaruyres do certains de ses colldgues Buropéens. 

““M, de Montebello a été depuis son areivé ict persona grata, et je powrrais presque 
dliro gratissins, nu Palais de Yildiz. I doit cette situation dabord & son ontidre 
finnchiso et sineérité, tonjoury sccompagnée d'une parfaite courtoisie, ensuite, au fait, 
qu'il a soigneusement évité do toucher devant le Sultan A des questions délieates on 

‘ Mimo lorsqu’il a da s'ocouper dincidents anssi graves que ceux de Damas, 
do eotto année, il Vo fait em termes si court jants que le 
nement Impérial sest empressé de I 
Href, tout cela lui avait fait une exceptionnelle et lui avait pormis Yan 
au mois de Mai, do parattro au Palais ume demi-heure seulement pour défnire In 
mtion Anglo-Rgyptionne, si laborleuscmes p i. D. Wolff, 
aveo lo concours de Sir A. W. [wie] White, Ambassedl ‘Angloterre en T ae 
n'ai pas besoin de vous rppelor que la Convention de Suez, destinée & con 
sncror solenellement Ia neutralité du Canal 1m, avait Gt6 définitivement acoepté 
par lo Sultan ot ses Conseillers, quand survint l'incident de Massac i I Htalie mit 
‘en question les droits de youveraineté du Sultan war In c6to occidentale de la Mer 
Rouge. Puis vinront les notes ambigués du Baron Blane, qui augmentirent la 
confusion ot multiplidrent les malentendus. Il semblait que is Convention de Suex 
{Ot définitivoment compromise et condamnso au mime sort quo la Convent 
Drummond Wolff, Malgeé tout, 'Ambasadour do France no désospérait point du 
auceds, ot Landi dornicr il révolut de tonter un demier effort au Valais de Yidix. 
Une cntrovue confidenticlle fut arrangéo pour ce jour-li, entre le Sultan et lui, 
Ia consigns fut donnée ou Palais de garder le plix profond seert A eet égard ot 
défense fut fhite h la presse locale den parler. Lentrovue dura une heure et demic et 
conserva tout lo temps lo caractire lo plus cordial, Le diplomate Prangais exposa une 
dernidre fois au Sultan que son intérét Ini preserivait de signer cette Conven i 
dtait Vaffirmation do sa sizeraineté en Rgypte, ot un achivement vers 16 
valléo du Nil par tes Anglais. 

«Ia Sultan objecta que doux do sos Ministres ct de} sea plus fidiles serviteurs, 
Munif Pacha et Djevdet Pacha, talent opposés i certains Articles de la Convention. 

“J Ministre do la Guerre, AllSatb Paco, avait igurd auss! parm les opposanta ; 
mais sur le désir du Sultan il avait modifié son attitud 

“Toutefois, le Sultan espérait qu’il y anrait bientét unanimité au sein du Conseil ot 
alors sa décision serait irrivocable. 

“A peine M. de Montebello avait-il quitté le Palnis que le Sultan envoya au 
Grand Vizir Vonire de conyoquer les Ministres ea sfance extmondinaire pour le 
londemain Manli. Cette séance cut licu Mardi ct dura fort longtemps. Munif 
Pacha, Ministre de I'Instruetion Publique, et Djvdet Pacha, Ministre de la Justice, 
nipétérent tous leurs arguments contre la Convention ct ‘finalement signirent la 
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“ Mazhata,” on Rapport Ministériel, en consignant au lieu de leur signature le fait 
quils se ralliient A In majorité par ordre du Sultan. Lo\™ Masbate fae envoyé 
au Palais le méme jour. 

“Te lendemain, Mercredi, I'Ambassadour de France recut de Sureya Pacha, 
Premier Scerétaire du Sultan, une lettro Ini apprenant que Si Majesté avait pris In 
résolution irrévocable de signer la Convention telle quolle, sans annexe ni Proto 
que es Atnbasadours devaient Gre convoqués Landi prochain 20 courant pour signer, 
cet instrument diplomatique que le Grand Vizir, Kiamil Pacho, devait signer de so 
eoté an nom du Sultan, cee 

_ “L'Ambassadeur de France s'empressa d'annoncer cette nouvelle a Sir W. White, 
qui crut de son devoir de féliciter son colldgue Francais, ot lui aunonga que se! 
probabilité i recevrait de Lord Salisbury ordre de signer Lundi_prochni 
vention. Le Baron Blane, également informé de la chose, répondit qu'il avait des 
instructions pour signer Ia Convention sans Protocole, si les Tures In déstraient ainsi 

“A moins que son Gouvernement ne soulovit de nouvelles difloultés, il expérnit, 
Ini aussi, pouvoir signer Lundi prochain, Les Ambassadeurs d'Allomagno ot d’Autvi 
Hongrio ont fait & la Porte des déclarations analogues, et quant i M. de Ni 

ora dles deux mains s'il le faut. 

“as Cing Grandes Puissances intéressées ayant déclané oxprossément qu'elles 
Staient prites & signer la Convention telle quielle avait été niligée avant Nincident da 
Massaouah, on no voit guéxo comment elles pourraiont aujoun’hui revenir sur leur 
premidre décision, puisque la Porte ello-méme a renones i toute obje 
{dioiter le Gouvernement du Sultan d'avoir ainsi mené & bonne fn cette affaire, IL 
s'est assuné par Ii les sympathies do la France et le concours de cette Grande Puis- 
sance Maritime pour la défenso do ses importants inténits dans lo bassin dela 
Méditerranée.” 


$A 


No. 181, 
W, White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Reeeived November V5.) 


(Telegraphic, Constantinople, Nocenber 15, 1888. 
YOUR Londship’s telegram of the 13th instant, ee 
It is known that the Sultan indulges somotimes in interpolating some udait 
reservation in tho instrumont by which TLis Imperial Majesty ratios Conventie 
‘This is what he did with rogant 40 tho nded. with ws i Juno 1878 (Cyprus). 
‘This probably why certain Governments wisely make sure that novhingg 
of ‘the kind wil happen when a single eupy will conattute the inwtenoot of ratios: 


Kj 


No. 182, 


Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salixbury—{Reeeived by telegraph, November 15.) 


(Noll, Treaty. Secret. Ext.) 


My Lord, ne, November 15, 1888. 

WITH reference to your Lordship's telegram of the 13th instant, T have the 
honour to call your Lordship's attention to tho fact that the Sultan haa on previous 
occasions endeavoured to interpolate some additional reservation in the instrument by 
which His Majesty ratifies n Convention. As an instance of this I'may quote the eae 
of the Convention concluded with us in June 1878 (Cyprus). 

‘This is in all probability tho sole mason why certain Governments areanxious that 
nothing of the kind shall occur on this occasion, when a single copy will constitute 
the instrument of ratifications by the Signatory Powers. 

Thave, &e. 


(Signed) * W. A. WHITE. 


—_—. 





4 
No. 183. 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir H. Rumbold. 
(No. 65.) 
Sir, A 
COUNT BYLANDT called here on the Sth instant, and stated that his Govern- 
ment had learnt from Constantinople that it was solely to the strenuous 
‘opposition of Sir W. White that the Porte had declined to accede to a proposal made 
by France to add to the Suez Canal Convention a note recording that the Great 
Powers would communicate with Spain and Holland respecting the measures to be 
taken in case of emergency for the defence of the Canal. 

Count Bylandt was informed that no such proposal had ever been made known to 
Her Majesty’s Government, nor, so far as they wero avare, hnd it been submitted by 
Franco to the other Powers. ‘The idea had beon that, if all the Powers concurred in 
the proposed arrangement, it should be recorded in an’ exchanwe of notes. No doubt 
Sir W. White would have’ opposed any addition to the C m, and especially one 
of which Her Majesty's Government lind no previous knowledge. 

T have since received communication from the French Ambassador on the 
subject, which is recorded in the accompanying copy of a despatch to Her Majesty's 
Minister at Paris, and from which it seems clear that the Netherlands Government 
have boen under a misapprehension as to what hod passed at Constantinople 

am, &c, 
SALISBURY. 


‘The Marquie of Salisbury to Mr. Egerton. 


Foreign Office, November 15, 1888. 
THE French Ambasevior called on the 10th instant, and stated that he was 
instruotod to inform mo that the Governments of Spain and the Netherlands had 
pressed M. Goblet to allow an Article or note to be inserted in the ratification of 
‘the Suez Canal Convention, providing that those two countries should be consulted in 
‘the event of action being taken under Article LX of the Cos ion for the defence of 
the Canal, M. Goblet hind, howover, absolutely refused to entertain this request, and 
hoped that Her Majesty’s Government would do the same. 7 

M. Waddington added, that. the Netherlands Representative at Constantinople 
had made great efforts to obiain the insertion of an Article to tho above effect in the 
Convention before its signature; but that this attempt was frustrated by the fi 
attitude of Count de Montebello, supported by Sir W. White, 

In reply to an inquiry whether any promiso had previously heen made to the 
Netherlands Government ax to such an addition to the Convention, his Excellency 
‘said most decidedly that no such idea had ever been entertained ‘by the Frenel 
Government ; but that, aftor the exchange of ratifications, they would not object to 
como to an understanding on the subject by an exchango of nots or otheewise. 

am, &o. 
SALISBURY. 


(No. 620.) 
ir, 


Sir H, Rumbold to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received November 23.) 


No. 189. Confidential.) 
Lord, ‘The Hague, November 20, 1888. 
I HAD some further conversation yesterday with M. Hartsen about the Suez 
Cepal Convention, during which T endeavoured to correct the erroneous impressions 
jinted ont by your Lowiship in your despatch No. 65 of the 15th it 
NS Isa thch altuongh’ wit ‘eleered ie speak to him on the subject, I had heard 
from your Loniship that Her Majesty's Government had never had before them any 
Proposal from Franco to add to the Suez Canal Convention a note or Article recording 
# the Great Powors would communicate with Spain and Holland respecting the 
ensures to be taken in caso of emergency for the defence of the Canal. Her 
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‘Majesty's Government having no previous knowledge of the proposed addition, it was 
obvious that their Ambassador st Constantinople rust bavo 0 posed it T added 
that the version given by the French Ambassador in London of Af, Goblets attitude 
in the matter, was that M. Goblet had not been disposed to admit the suggestion of 
the Netherlands Government that an Article or note should be inserted in. the 
Convention, and that it was further stated by M. Waddington that no previous 
forse had been made by M. Goblet to the Netherlands Government on the ‘subject, 
ut that, after the exchange of the ratifieations, the French Government would see no 
objection to coming to an understanding as to an exchange of notes or otherwise. 

AM. Hartsen replied that he was sorry to say that M. Waddington's statement did 
not agree with what had really taken place. On the 13th August, at an interview 
with M. do Stuers, M. Goblet had, of his own accord, dmwn up a Memorandum 
stating that the French Government agreed 1o-an Additional Attic in the sense 
desired by the Netherlands Government, and that Count de Montebello woul be 
charged to take the initiative in bringing it forward at Constantinople, On the 
strength of this he, M. Hartsen, had asked for the opinion of the other Great Powers, 
who, with the exception of Italy and Turkey, from whom no answer had heen reeetved, 
had all given favourable replies. All at ance, on the very day of the signature of the 
Convention, Mf. Goblet had requested M. do Stuers to tolegraph to the Hague that he 
was unable to support the proposal, although, as M. Hartsen pointed oitt, he had 
actually taken the initiative in it. 

Of all theso statements, added M. Hartsen, documentary proof could be produced. 
He was, nevertheless, not disposed to ‘make any further stir in the matter, but he did 
not mind telling me—our conversation being of an intimate and thoroughly unoflicial 
character—that only the ather day M. Goblet had admitted to him that the Netherlands 
Government had it in their power, if they chose, to imperil the whole arrangement, 

I observed to M. Hartsen that it seemed to me that if he could secure an exchan; 
of notes after the ratification, in the sense he desired, the object he had in view would 
be sufiiently attained. This Exeelleney said that he would be quite content with such 
solution. 

T can hardly doubt from Mf. Hartsen’s very explicit statements to me that he bas 
a just cause of complaint against M. Goblet in this business, and that the Trench 
Ministr for Forsign Aithirs committed himself to an extent which would. make it 
easy for the Netherlands Gosernment to show him a 

ve, eo. 


(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD, 


No. 186. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir H. Rembold. 


(No. 69. Confidential.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, December 4, 1888, 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 199, marked Confidential, of the 20th 
ultimo, reporting a further conversation you havo bad with M. Hartson on the subject 
of the negotiations for an addition to the Suez Canal Convention in the sense desired 
hy the Netherlands and Spanish Governments. 

I should wish you, in roply to M, Hartsen's observations, to point out that when 
Count Bylondt made  ropresentation on the subject in July last, he was informed, nw 
stated in my despatch to you No. 33.4 of the 3rd August, that it ap tome to be 
too late to attempt any’ alteration in the Convention, and that, if his Government 
should think it desirable to propose » subsequent exchange of notes for the purpose in 

iew, it would be better that they should address themselves in the first instance to the 
Government. 

On the 17th August, Count Bylandt addressed to me a.note, inclosing a copy of the 
Memorandum which had been delivered to the French Government on the subject, 
‘This Memorandum proposed either au additional Article to tho ‘Treaty, or Mat it 
Should be stipulated in some other manner that all the Powers who signe the Treaty 
should be informed of any measures to be token in case of neoll under Article X of the 


Treaty. 

Yount Bylandt stated in his uote that the French Government liad promised that 

after the signature of the Treaty their Ambassador would submit the proposal to the 
Seer af Aambasadors and would support B 
543. % 





Since that date neither the French Government nor that of the Netherlands hm 
addressed to Her Majesty's Government any further proposal on the subject. a 
Tam, &e. 
SALISBURY. 


No. 187. 


The Morquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 
Ge. 360.) an , Kilda 
, : Foreign Office, December 4, 1888. 
TRANSMIT to your. Excellency herewith copier ot comaponience ith. Hier 
Majesty's Minister at the Hague relative to a complaint made by the Netherlands 
Minister for Foreign Afinirs, that you had opposed the addition of an Article to the 
Suez Canal Convention, stipulating that all the Signatory Powers should be informed of 
any steps that might be decided upon under Articles IX and X of the Convention, in 

case of emergency. 

‘There appears to have been some misunderstanding on the yart of the Netherlands 
Government, as Het Majesty's Government certainly were under the impression that the 
stipulation, iF agreed upon at all, was to be recorded after siguature of the Treaty, in an 
exchange of notes, 2 

T shall be glad to hear from your Execlloucy whether anything passed 
Constantinople o the nibject between jou and yout French and Netherland caleagucs. 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 188. 


Sir H. Rumbold to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received December 10.) 
(Bo, 148. Contitentinty 
ly Lord, 


The Hague, December 9, 1888, 
M, HARTSEN told me yeatentay evening that he had lately received 0 very fall 
Report from the Dutch Minister at Constantinople, M. van Tots, of the circumstances 
attending the signature of the Suoz Canal Convention, which had enabled him to desire 
Count ta Brande to explain to your Fariship that there had been a misunderstanding: 
on hig, M. Hartsen's, part ns to what bad taken place, especially as we action of 
Her Majesty's Atabassador, SORA ee es es 

M, Hartven added that he was much pleased to hear that your Lordship was favour- 
are a the Mery of the Netherlands Government bei met by the drawing 
up of a noto explaining the position to be assigned to that Gov ‘in connection 
with Article 1X te ‘the ‘Convention. 2 We ao ae 

T should add that M. Hartsen's Chef de Cabinet, M. van der Staal, observed, in 
speaking to me on the same subject, that nothing could have beea worse than the 
conduct of the French Gorornmont in thir business, among other things the deliberate 
manner in which they had endeavoured to east blame on Sir William White, 

T have, &e. 

(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD. 


No. 199. 
Sir W. White t0 the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received December 13.) 


Be 476.) 

iy Lord, Constantinople, December 1, 1888, 

1 HAVE to thank your Lordship for having communicated to 16 wit your despatch 

No, 248 of ‘the 16th ultimo a copy of one you addressed to Sir Hornce Rumbold on the 

Qevious day marked No. 63, in which my attitude on the subject of the wish of the 
fetherlands Government, with respect to the Suez Canal Convention, is correctly 
terpreted and explained in the sume way as your statement to Count Bylandt, 


© Nor. 126, 197,183, 185, and 196: 
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T feel grateful to your Lordship for having at once set this matter in its true light, 
and I have the honour to report that sinee the receipt of the despatch which first 
Eonveyed fo me a notion of this misconception, I lave twice seen Jonkheer van 
‘Tets van Goudriaan, my Netherlands colleague, who has admitted that there had been 
some error in the way this incident had heen represented to his Government, which he 
promised to set ight at the 3; a8 I had had nothing whatever to do with 
Any “opposition” to a proposal of which T never had heard until a couple of hours 
before | went to the Sublime Porte to sign the Convention, and of which I merely said, 
“Ne comptez pas sur mon appui.” 

Between declining to support a proposal, and making it fail, “solely owing to 
strenuous opposition,” there appears to exist an essential difference. 

Thave, &e. 
(Signed) W. A. WHITE, 


No, 100. 
Sir W. White to the Marquir of Satislury—(Received December 22, 4°10 ¥..) 


(Treaty.) 

(Telegraphic) Conatatinopt 
THE ratifations of the Suez Canal Convention have 

all the Signatory Powers this afteraoon, 


No, 191, 
Sir W, White to the Marquis of Salisbury,—(Received December 27.) 


(No, 498. Confidential.) 
My Tort, Constantinople, December 17, 1888. 

T HAVE the honour to acknowledge tho receipt, by messenger Captain Lumley, 
of your Lordship’s despatch No. 369, with inclosures, dated the 9th instant, relative to 
the Additional Article proposed to the Suez Canal Convention by the Government of 
the King of the Netherlanis, and to the ‘way in which my attitude on the subject hnd 
Ibeen misrepresented or misunderstood by that Government. 

From the perusal of the despatch No. 146, Confidential, of the 9h December, 
addressed to your Lordship by Sir Horace Rumbold, and from what has passed hero 
Detween myself and my Dutch colleague the Jonkheer yan ‘Tets van Goudriaan, 1 
‘am quite pleased to think that this incident has been disposed of, at any rato satis- 
factorily to myself, and may be considered as closed. 

But as your Lordship has concluded your despatch No. 369 to me with the 
expression of'a wish on your part “to hear” from mo “whether anything passed on 
the subject hero,” I beg leave to add a fow remarks more. 

T had not seen the Dutch Chargé d’Affaires, M. Kuan, at all on this subject until 
he called on me on the forenoon of the 20th October, the day wo were called together 
to sign this very Convention at the Porte, and asked for my support for the insertion 
of an Additional Artiele, the nature and draft of which he did not even show me, and 
with the nature of which I was totally unacquainted. 

T was totally unprepared for this request, and in the abscnee of any instructions 
from your Lordship, and of the general delicate situation with regard to this Con- 
vention, I think [followed the only course which your Lordship would have liked me 
to adopt, ive I declined taking any action, adding, “* Ne comptes pas sur moi.” 

Besides the impossibility of my taking any action under such circumstances, 1 
aay f well mention that the French Ambacsador bad boon for some timo extremely 
impatient at the delay occasioned by a varicty of causes in coming to the signature 
‘of this Convention, 

‘On the previous day his Excellency had called on me and on several of my 
colleagues to insure the signature of the Convention, and he certainly made no 
‘allusion to the Dutch proposal, but it was evident to me that any ono of his colleagues 
Yeo by some thoughtless word had caused further delay in the signature would hav 
penne sy wrath of the French Government, as Count Montebello ee the 

5A3 





Sultan to issue his Irdé for this purpose, and was showing neryous anxiety to get it 
signed before going on leave. 

‘The manner in which the French have all along endeavoured indircetly and 
recklessly to saddle one or another person with the responsibility of delaying the 
conclusion of this Convention has been manifest throughout; and it may not be out of 

ace here that I should mention to your Lordship that as far back as the 27th 
eptember, 1888, the Havas Telegraphic Ageney, which is an officious organ of the 
French Government, printed at Alexandria a tolegram, of which I possess a copy, 
marked No. $39, which is dated Constantinople, 26th September, and commences as 
follows : 

‘*Tandis que Lori Salisbury paratt désirer la prompte signature de la Convention 
du Canal do Sues, Sir William White, afin de ls relanler, a suggéré A YAmbasadeur 
a'italie,” &e. 

It is ovidently a part of a preconceived scheme of some parties in official quarters 
at Paris, quite as much as at St. Petorsburzh and Moscow, to blacken and depreciate 
my official character and conduct, as well as that of Baron Blane; they appear to 
think they are serving some political purpose in doing this; and’ whilst the above 
quotation from a Havas telegram disseminated « false accusation against mo without 
tho slightest foundation, the Foreign Minister of the Netherlands haa come to the 
conclusion that nothing could have been worse than the conduct of the French 
Government in this business, among other things tho deliborate way in which they 
had endeavoured to cast blame on Sir William White. 

Ihave, 
(Signed) 


No, 192. 
Sir H. Rumbold to the Marquia of Salishury.—{Received December 31.) 
(No. 154. Confidential.) 


My Lord, The Hague, December 2b, 1888. 
T TOOK an early opportunity of speaking to M. Hartsen'in the sense of your 
Lordship's despatch No. 69, Confidential, of the 4th instant, which reached me by bag 
on the Lith. 
Taaid that Thad received a further communication from your Lonlship on the 
subject of the negotiations for an alton to tho Sues Canal Contention jn the sense 


ined by the Netherlands and Spanish Governments, in which your Lordship stated 


dt 
very eloaly what bad passed, as far as Her Majesty's 
nigant to thowo nogotintions. 

Your Lordship had informed Count Bylandt, in rvply to the representation he 
had made in July Inst, that, in your opinion, it was too Into to attempt any alteration in 
the Convention, and that if lis Government should think it advisable’ to propose 
subsequont exchangy of notes for the purpose they had in view, it would be bottor 
that they should, in the fir instance’ address themselves to the: Pronch Govern. 
ment. 

Accordingly, I went on to say, Count Bylandt had on the 17th August addressed 
to. your Lordship a note, inclosing the copy of a Memorandum which had been 
delivered to the French Government on the subject. In this Memorandum it was 
proposed either that an Article should be added to the Treaty, or that in some other 
manner it should be stipulated that all the Powers who Ind signed the Treaty should 
bo informed of the measures to be taken in case of need under Article X of the 
‘Treaty. T specially dwelt on the fact that in his note Count Bylandt stated that the 
French Government ad promised that after the signature of the Treaty their 
Ambassador would bring forward this proposal, and would support it. Since the date 
of Count Bylandt’s communication, I added, no further proposal on the subject had 
deen addressed to Her Majesty's Government either by the Freach Government or 
that of the Netherlands. 

M. Hartsen thanked me for my communication, which was, he admitted, an 
exact recital of the circumstances attending these negotiations. It was trae, he adiled, 
Aha the French Government had! promised to bring forwanl and support the Dutch 
proposals after the signature of the Treaty. MM. Goblet had, im fact, a8 tay 
M. Hastsen, had already explained to me, taken the initiative on this point, But 


jovernment were concerned, in 


so 


it was equally true that on the very day of the signature M. Goblet liad complotely” 
withdrawn from this promise, and had, in fact, thoroughly taken him, M. Hartsen, in. 
“Wa.mis dedans” was the vigorous expression used by his Excelleney. M. Hartsen 
again said that he would be very glad of any arrangement by which the views of his 
Government could be met. 

Thave, &e. 


(Signed) HORACE RUMBOLD. 





